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ABS TRACT
This study aims at analyzing the Second Republ i c  debat es  in 
Turkey in the early 1990s which are impor t ant  in de t e r mi n i ng  the 
cont our s  of  its democr a t i za t i on  process .
The crux of  the fol lowing study is to analyze the Second 
Republ i c  debates  in Turkey and to s i tuate  them in democr a t i c  theory.  
The Second Republ i c  debates  can be approached  f rom the vi ewpoi nt s  
o f  two di f ferent  cur rent s  of  ideas embrac i ng  Rouss eauean  and 
Lockean elements ,  fhe  conceptua l  di f ference be tween a republ i c  and 
a democr acy  is also analyzed in this thesis.  The di f ferent  views 
presented by the two groups  (pro versus an t i - Second  Republ i cans )  
are s i tuated wi thin democra t i c  t heory as well  as analyzed under  four  
main headings;  pol i t ical ,  economic ,  fiscal and social .  The pro-  
Second Republ i cans  display a more Lockean issue or i ent ed 
unders t andi ng ,  where  the an t i -Second Republ i cans  are more  
Rousseauean emphas i z ing the need to preserve  the exi s t ing 
egal i t ar ian pol i t ical  cul ture in Turkey.
Ö Z E T
Bu çal ı şma doksanl ı  yı l ların baş ında Türkiye ' n i n  
demokr a t i k l eşme  sürecini  (ayin e tmekt e  öneml i  yeri  olan İkinci  
Cumhur i ye t  t ar t ı şmalar ını  incelemeyi  amaçlamış t ı r .
Bu çal ı şmanın ana hedefi  İkinci  Cumhur i ye t  t a r t ı şmalar ını  
incelemek ve onları  demokras i  teorisi  içine yer l eş t i rmekt i r .  İkinci  
Cumhur iye t  t ar t ı şmalar ı  iki değişik fikir akımına  göre  
İncel enmekledi r .  Bunlar  Rousseau ' cu ve Locke ' cu okul l ardı r .  Bu 
t ezde cumhur i yet  ve demokras i  aras ında ki kavramsal  farkl ı l ıkl ar  da 
incelenmişt i r .  İki grup t araf ından öne sürülen değiş ik f iki r l er  hem 
demokras i  teorisi  içine yer leşt i r i lmiş  hem de pol i t ik ekonomi k  ve 
sosyal  olmak üzere  üç ana başl ık al t ında incelenmiş t i r .
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CHAPTER 1 
I NTRODUCTI ON
When vi ewed from the perspec t ives  o f  Lockean  and 
Rousseauean  school s  of  t hought ,  the pol i t ical  cul t ure  t r adi t i on in 
Turkey has mainly conta ined Rousseauean  features .  It has always 
been an egal i t ar ian one,  emphas i z i ng the interes t s  o f  the s tate and 
the well  being of  the overal l  society super i or  to that  o f  the single 
individuals .  The pol i t ical  env i r onment  in Tur key was shaped by this 
Rousseauean  unders t andi ng .  In this thesis,  the aim is to anal yze  the 
Second Republ i c  debates  in Turkey,  and to s i tuate  them in 
democr a t i c  theory.  The rise of  Second Republ i c  debat es  became a 
rival  to the exis t ing egal i t ar ian pol i t ical  cul ture.
There  are mainly two di f ferent  per spec t ives  wi thin l iberal  
democr a t i c  theory,  each based on varying degrees  of  emphas i s  on the 
relat ion be tween the s tate and the individual .  Di f ferent  views were  
presented on the rel a t ionship be tween the state and the i ndividual s  in 
l iberal  democr a t i c  t hought .  These  are cha r ac t e r i zed  by the 
di f ferences  be tween Lockean and Rouss eauean  school s .  The Lockean  
school  emphas i zes  the i mpor t ance  of  equal i ty,  i ndividual  f r eedom,  
gove r nment  based upon on the consent  o f  the gove r ned  and the 
i mpor t ance  of  put t ing l imi tat ions upon the state.
In Locke ' s  view the individuals  have two major  r ights .  These  
are se l f -preservat i on and the r ight  to have pr ivate  proper t y .  Locke  
gives special  emphasi s  to pr ivate proper ty.  He r educed an 
individuals  r ight  only to pr ivate proper ty.  But  he puts  two
l imi tat ions on this r ight .  He cons t ruct s  his l imi ta t ions  f rom a
t heologica l  angle.  The first one is to leave ot her s  enough pr oper t y  
( the ear th was given,  by God,  to people  in common) ;  and the second 
one is to avoid anything to be spoi led (God' s  grant  was to make use 
of  the ear th not  to al low it to rot ) . '
Locke  bel ieves that ,  in the process  o f  cons t i t u t i ng  a 
gove r nme n t  the deci s ion is not  t aken concur r en t l y  but  by the 
rat ional  part  of  the society which owns proper ty.  The gove r nment s '  
role accord i ng  to Locke,  is l imi ted only to cer tain t asks l ike the 
defense and the wel fare  of  the society.
On economi c  aspect s ,  the Lockean l iberal  democr acy  is shaped 
by the ideas of  the ut i l i tar ian school  o f  Jeremy Bent ham and James  
Mill.  The ut i l i tar ian school  has devel oped the t heory o f  " e conomi c  
man",  who were in search for maximizing pl easure  and minimizing 
pain.  They cons t ruc t ed  a theory in which a l imi ted s tate  would 
al low ci t i zens to run after  th^i r  own interes t s .  The ut i l i t ar i ans
became exponent s  of  economi c  individual i sm that  is capi ta l i sm.
Dur i ng ni net eenth century Locke ' s  t heory of  consen t  and 
r epresenta t i ve  gove r nment  were  broadened ,  however ,  the t heory of  
economi c  individual i sm has faced many cr i t ici sms.  Whi le  put t i ng 
over - emphas i s  on individual i sm,  Locke ' s  theory neglect s  shared 
values.  Ingersol l  and Mat t hews  make a good summar y o f  Lockean  
t h e o r y ;
Here then is a br i ef  sketch of  the a t t r ibut es  o f  humani t y  in its 
natural  condi t ion:  free to pursue  ends;  rel at ively equal ;
possessed of  r ights  that  are not  subject  to the au thor i t y  o f  any 
other  human being;  and above all, depende n t  only upon 
themselves ,  or God,  for thei r  exi s tence.  Of  par t i cul a r  note in
the l iberal  concept  of  the natural  human condi t i on is what  
modern  social  t heor i s t s  would call the lack o i sh a r ed  v a lu e s . -
The main cri t ici sm t owards  Lockean school  came f rom a
French ph i l osopher  Jean Jack Rousseau.  The wor ks  o f  Rousseau
later  became an a l t ernat ive  school  in l iberal i sm.
Rousseau whi le cons t ruc t i ng  his theory,  puts emphas i s  on the
large pol i t ical  and social  costs o f  modern marke t  societ i es .  He
cons t r uc t ed  a theory in which he wishes a more egal i t ar i an pol i t ical
communi t y  that  is less subject  to the never - endi ng  compe t i t i venes s  of
the market .
In Rousseau ' s  opinion,  economi c  inequal i ty and class divi s ions  
devel oped between those who own and those who do not  own 
proper t y  which presumed a general  condi t i on of  war  be tween 
individuals .  The rich devised a clever  scheme into es t abl i shing a 
state to prot ec t  the proper ty of  the rich.  In Rousseau ' s  view,  "The 
proj ec t  was the creat ion of  a soc ia l  con lrac t  to pr o t ec t  the rich from 
the poor  in the name for jus t i ce for a 11".^
In Rousseau ' s  opinion the modern person is an a l i enat ed 
c rea t ure  that  agreed to establ ish a state bel i eving that  it woul d  br ing 
them f reedom,  instead they have created class inequal i ty and the rule 
of  the rich for t hemselves .  Rousseau argued that  a mode r a t e  equal i ty 
o f  pr oper t y  is necessary to create  a ha rmoni ous  society.  The r e f o r e  
in his opinion the gove r nment  should funct ion to prevent  individual s  
f rom ext r eme inequal i ty o f  for tunes .  The role of  the gove r nme n t  is 
to make legi s lat ion and fight  against  class inequal i t i es  and make 
proper ty l egi s lat ions to redi s t r i bute  weal th.
Rousseau is against  the lack of  f r eedom which capi tal i s t  
economi c  rel a t i ons  has created.  In his opinion the f r eedom o f  one 
class of  the ci t izens is bought  by anot he r  class.  The r e f o r e  he 
bel ieves that  in order  to secure  f reedom economi c  secur i ty is a must  
and every individual  should have l imi ted pr oper t y  to be f ree in the 
society.
Rousseau bel ieves that  in addi t ion to l imi ted proper t y ,  the 
individuals  are only free if they obey a law that  they prescr i be  for 
t hemselves .  Ther e f or e  Rousseau rejects  r epr esen t a t i ve  gove r nment .  
Under  a r epresenta t i ve  gove r nme n t  people  will only be f ree when 
they vote.  Af t erwards ,  thei r  f reedom will be t r ans fe r r ed  to t hose  
r epresenta t ives .
Rousseau is a l iberal  democr a t  as he want s  a kind of  society 
where  everyone  must  have an equal  chance  to develop.  In addi t i on 
he bel ieves that  democracy  is' an electoral  mechani sm wher eby  
individuals  (not  thei r  r epresenta t i ves)  di scuss and vote on publ ic 
pol icy.
In Turkey,  the consol ida t i on per iod of  a l iberal  democ r ac y  in 
the Western sense has not  come to an end.  Since 1946,  when the first 
compet i t i ve  e lect ions  were  under t aken ,  the process  of  
democr a t i za t i on  has always been hard and painful .  The cost s  o f  the 
process  were  paid by the ci t izens,  in which t hree  mi l i tary 
i nt e rvent i ons  (in 1971 the rul ing power  was left in the hands  o f  the 
civi l ians)  had violated basic human r ights  and l ibert ies.
As a count ry t rying to give birth to democr acy ,  ' furkey faced 
many di f f icul t ies  t owards  t aking part  in the democr a t i c  wor ld.  With 
the democr a t i za t i on  process ,  di f ferent  i deologies  began to be
di scussed in the society.  With compet i t i ve  e l ect ions ,  af ter  Ata turk ' s  
and single par ty regimes '  rule,  many par t i es are formed on the left 
and r ight  of  the pol i t ical  spect rum.  In a shor t  per iod of  t ime they 
also gained publ ic suppor t .
With left and r ight  i deologies  f inding suppor t  among  the 
masses,  a plat form of  debate  was created.  A wide r ange of  issues 
f rom pol i t ics to economics  every i ssue has t r adi t i onal ly  been freely 
di scussed whi le excluding the Kurdish problem,  the uni t ary state 
model  o f  Turkey and cr i t ici sms t owards  the Kemal i s t  republ ic.  These  
are viewed as t aboos  by the masses.
Before  1960s the .main c l eavage in Tur key was the cent er  - 
per iphery c leavage.  With the rise of  democr a t i za t i on  the c l eavages  
began to be more issue or i ented.  In the p o s t - 1980 era wi th a more 
l iberal  approach  that  Ozal  has brought ,  the t aboos  have s t ar t ed to be 
ques t ioned in Turkey.  The medium led to the Second Republ i c  
arguments .
In this thesis,  a full pi cture of  the debat e  of  Second Republ i c  
a rgument s  will be presented whi le focus ing on the speci f i c  views of  
the Second Republ i cans  and thei r  opponent s .  Both g r oups  cons i s t  of  
pol i t i cians ,  j ournal i s t s  and pol i t ical  scient ist s .
The views of  both Second Republ i cans  and thei r  oppone n t s  will  
be presented mainly under  pol i t ical ,  economi c ,  fiscal  and social  
cat egor i es .  The p r oponent s  are ideological ly l iberals.  The a r gument  
found suppor t e r s  among old Marxi s t s  and Marxi s t  revi s ioni s t s  which 
today gave up Marxi sm and became l iberals as de fender s  of  
capi tal i sm.  The nat ional i s t s  who have j o ined the Nat iona l i s t  Act ion 
Par ty in the pr e- 1980 era and some rel igious f undament a l i s t s  are also
in this group.  The Second Republ i cans  will be r efer red as the pro  
g r o u p .
The opponen t s  are not  in favor  of  a l iberal  capi ta l i s t  society.  
They are also Marxist s ,  but  moved t owards  De mocr a t i c  Social i sm.  
They claim to be diehard Kemalists. ' ·  They r epresent  the r eformis t  
sect ion of  the society whi le the pro group are r evo l u t i ona r y  in thei r  
ideas.  This Kemal is t  group is not  against  change,  they are r eformis t s  
when compar ed  to the pro group.  f hese  opponen t s  o f  the Second 
Republ i c  will be refer red as the anl i  group.
The first  chapt er  o f  the essay will provi de  the t heore t i ca l  basis 
present i ng the views of  the Lockean and Rouss eauean  school s  of  
l iberal  t hought .  The di f ferences  be tween these two school s  of  
t hought  and thei r  proj ec t ions  on the views of  the p r oponen t s  and the 
opponen t s  o f  the Second Republ i c  will also be present ed.  Both 
groups  display Lockean and Rousseauean fea tures  whi le de fendi ng 
thei r  a rguments .  Therefore ,  nei ther  of  them can be i dent i f i ed as 
purely Lockean or Rousseauean.  The same chapt er  will also serve to 
clari fy the concept s  of  democracy  and republ ic .
The second chapt er  is an overvi ew of  the thesis  o f  the Second 
Republ i cans  whi le emphas i z i ng var ious  i ssues as tool s  of  
presenta t i on.  There  are eight  pol i t ical  issues namely,  a func t i on i ng  
par l i ament ,  the debates  over  mi l i tary potency,  secular i sm,  rule of  
law,  de -cent r a l i za t i on ,  pres ident ial  system,  the cons t i t u t i on  and 
cr i t ici sms t owards  Kemal i s t  i deology.  The economi c  aspect s  o f  the 
debat e  consi s t  of  fewer  issues namely,  a small  state,  product i v i t y .  
The fiscal aspect  is the tax col l ect ion system in Turkey.  And last ly,  
the social  aspect s  include the issues o f  the educa t i on  system and the
heal th system.  The pro group is mainly interes t ed in a func t i oning  
par l i ament ,  the debates  over  mil i tary pot ency and on e conomi c  
issues.  In thei r  opinion,  a total  t r ans for mat i on  of  these  ca t egor i es  
will give Turkey an oppor t uni y  to have a pres t i gious  pos i t ion in the 
free wor ld.
The thi rd chapt er  will present  the views of  the anti  gr oup by 
using the same method.  The focus of  the anti  group is mainly on the 
i ssues o f  de -cent r a l i za t i on,  secular i sm,  and cr i t i c i sms t owar ds  
Kemal i s t  i deology.  7'heir main approach  is to preserve  the Kemal i s t ,  
uni tary and secular  features  of  the . republ ic.  The anti  g r oup  also 
makes cr i t ici sms t owards  the ideological  pr e f e r ences  of  the pro 
group.
The last  chapt er  will present  the conclus ions .  A compar i son  of  
the two groups '  opinions  on the above s tated ca t egor i es  will be 
conveyed,  and thei r  Rousseauean and Lockean fea tures  will  be 
explained.
There  are also other  groups  who are in favor  o f  a second 
republ ic  wi t hout  giving it a name,  however ,  this essay does  not  
contain the ideas of  all the cr i t iques of  the Kemal i s t  republic-^. They 
can be the subject  of  another  thesis.
 ^ Ingcrsoll Dnvicl E. and Mallhcws Richard A., The Philosophic Roots ofhkolop^v ( New Jersey, United 
Slates: Prentice Hall, 1986).
 ^ Ingersoll David E. and Matthews Richard A., 'The Philosophic Roots o f Ideology ( New Jersey, United 
States: Prentice Hall, 1986).
 ^ Ibid., p.46.
 ^This statement does not mean that all Kemalisls are Marxists, but the group referred here arc old 
Marxists claiming themselves as being Kcmalists.
 ^These groups are mainly the religious fundcmentalisls in favor of a sharia based stale organizi\lion in 
Turkey, Kurdish nationalists in favor of a federation and the followers of Turgul O/iU who believe in a 
presidential system and a democracy in an American sense.
CHAPTER 2
DEMOCRACY
"Democr acy  l i teral ly means the gove r nme n t  of  the people .  It 
comes  from the Greek word demos,  people,  and kraios ,  gove r nme n t  
or power .  The concept  devel oped first in the small  Greek ci ty- 
states,  and the Athenian democr acy  is what  we always go back to as 
the pr incipal  early example . " '
The great  Athenian s t a t esman,  Per ickles ,  has put  f or war d  four  
main charact er i s t i cs  of  democr acy: -  (1 ) Gove r nme n t  by the people  
with the full and di rect  par t i c ipat ion of  the people.  (2)Equa l i t y  
before  the law. ( 3 )Pl ura l i sm- t hat  is, r espect  for all t alent s ,  pursui t s  
and view points.  (4)Respec t  for a separa t e  and pr ivat e(as  opposed  to 
publ i c )domai n for ful f i l lment  and express ion of  an individual ' s  
personal i ty.
These  four  rules were  the corner  s tones  o f  early democ r ac y  of  
Athens,  which later  di sappeared.
Con t empor a r y  democr a t i c  t hought  goes  back to s ixt eenth 
century and even earl ier .  The feudal  prac t i ces  and i ns t i t u t i ons , t he  
decl ara t i on of  pr oper t y  r ights,  the f r eedom to pursue  individual  
economi c  ventures ,  the rel igious wars,  t heor i es  about  natural  laws 
and r ights and not ions  on put t ing l imi ta t ions  on pol i t ical  author i t i es  
were  the root s  o f  democra t i c  t hought .
The first corner  s tones of  con t empor a r y  democr acy  were  
expressed by the Engl i sh phi l osopher  John Locke  in the sevent eent h  
century.  These  were:  equal i ty,  individual  f r eedom,  gove r nme n t
based upon the consent  of  tlie governed  and l imi ta t ions  upon the 
state.  His t heor i es  led to the deve l opment  of  r ep r esen t a t i ve  and 
par l i amenta ry  government . ^
Addi t ional  a rgument s ,  as i mpor t ant  as Locke ' s , c ame  f rom Adam 
Smith.  In the first  ha l f  of  the ni net eenth cent ury he and his 
col l eagues  ( l ater  on cal led the ut i l i t ar i an school )  deve l oped the 
t heory of  the "economic  man" dr iven by the twin impul se,  to 
maximize  pl easure  and to minimize pain.  They cons t r uc t ed  a t heory 
in which a l imi ted state would al low ci t izens to run af ter  thei r  own 
interests .  The ut i l i t ar i ans became exponent s  o f  economi c  
individual i sm that  is capi tal ism. ' '
Dur ing the ni net eenth century,  Locke ' s  t heory of  consen t  and 
r epresenta t i ve  gove r nment  were  br oadened,  however ,  the t heory  of  
economi c  individual i sm faced many cr i t ici sms.  The wor ks  of  the 
French phi l osopher  Jean Jack Rousseau,  b r oadened  the t heory of  
par t i c ipat ion so as to include everybody.  The role o f  the s tate  was 
re- i mposed to favor  more i nt e rvent i on in economi c  and social  
mat t er s  for the prot ec t i on of  the old,  the unempl oyed,  the young and 
many other  d i s - advant aged groups  in a s oc i e t y . “' With Rousseau ,  for 
the first  t ime,  the not ion of  a pos i t i ve  s tate  appeared,  one that  acts 
to offer  social  services  and gua ran t ee  economi c  r ights  for  its 
ci t izens.  Final ly,  beginni ng in the t went i e th century and car r i ed to 
present ,  social i s t s  and democra t s  asked to i mprove  the c oncep t  o f  the 
Posi t ive State and arr ived at the concept  of  the Welfare  S ta t e / '  
"Thus,  in di scuss ing democr acy  as an ideology,  we are deal ing wi th a 
very rich and compr ehens i ve  body of  t hought  and a c t i on- one  that  has
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unde r gone  shifts and changes  in the past  t hree cent ur i es  and has 
pr oduced a great  var iety of  pol i t ical  movement s .  ’
In the first  part  of  this chapter ,  the di f ferences  and s imi lar i t i es  
be tween the Lockean and Rousseauean under s t and i ngs  of  democr acy  
will be di scussed.  In the second part  o f  the chap t e r  the p r o - second  
republ ic  and against  second republ ic  t hought s  will be di scussed in 
the l ight  o f  the Rousseauean and Lockean under s t andi ngs .  In the 
final part  of  the chapt er  the def ini t ion of  the concept s  o f  r epubl i c  
and democr acy  will be given and thei r  relat ion to the second republ i c  
a rgument s  will be di scussed.
2.1 LOCKEAN DEMOCRACY
John Locke(  1632-1 704)was  an Engl i sh phi l osopher ,  physic ian,  
and a s tudent  of  pol i t ics who is· widely r egar ded  as the f ounder  of  
l iberal  democra t i c  t hought .  In Locke ' s  t hough t  all people  posses  
cer tain natural  r ights,  which they hold pr ior  to thei r  society or 
gove r nment  by vi r tue of  the fact  that  all people  are c rea t ed by god.  
People  are seen as di st inct ly individual ,  free,  equal  and possess i ng 
cer tain natural  r ights.*
Fol l owi ng Hobbes ,  Locke also used a s tate o f  na ture  a r gument  
to explain his theory.  In his under s t and i ng  Locke  finds s tate of  
nature  to be a s tate of  war  and he assumes that  people  woul d l ike to 
remove themselves  from this condi t i on:
To avoid this State of  War . . . i s  one great  reason o f  Men' s  
put t i ng themselves  into soc i e ty, and qui t t i ng the State  of  
Na t u r e . ’
n
Locke  argued that ,  t l iere were  moral  obl igat ions  present  in the state 
o f  na ture  that  (even in the absence of  a gove r nme n t )  r equi red 
humans  to r espect  the r ights o f  others .  This pr imi t ive  soci ety was 
creat ed by the God as tlie sovereign.  Locke  finds this t heol ogi ca l  
under s t and i ng  helpful  in the economi c  basis o f  his a r gume n t  as well .  
He bel ieved that ,  the ear th was given to people ,  manki nd in common.  
Se l f -preservat i on and the r ight  to have pr ivate  pr oper t y  was thei r  
main natural  r ight  der ived from divine author i ty.  Locke  deduced  an 
individuals  natural  r ight  only to proper ty.  He put two l imi ta t ions  on 
this right:  (1) an individual  must  leave enough pr oper t y  for the
others ;  and (2) an individual  must  not  al low anythi ng to rot.  
There fore ,  obeying the s tated res t r i c t i ons  an individual  could 
accumul a t e  as much proper t y  as he can in which he has put  his labor  
in. If  a person invests l abor  in somet hi ng  he has the r ight  of  
ownership.
With the invent ion,  oI money,  the humani ty unani mous l y  agreed 
to modi fy the rules of  the or iginal  s i tuat ion.  They agree  to use 
money as a medium of  exchange.  It creat es  less spoi l age  accord i ng  
to Locke,  because;  gold and si lver do not  spoil .  Goods  still could 
not  be permi t t ed to spoil  but  with the i nvent ion of  money this 
mi les tone shi f ted f rom the p r oduce r  to the c o n s u me r . "
Locke  has two final views on proper ty.  He assumes  that  it is 
natural  for individuals  to sell thei r  l abor  to others .  The individual  
does " . . . the service he under t akes  in exchange  for wages  he is to 
receive.">2 The owner shi p  right  is also t r ans fer red to the buyer  as a 
resul t  o f  sel l ing labor.  Ther e for e  pr oper t y  owner shi p  can be
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achieved through botli di rect ,  personal  labor ,  or t l i rough indi rect ,  
purchased labor.
The second point  conce rn i ng  proper ty is Locke ' s  a s sumpt i on  of  
qual i t at ively di f ferent  levels of  rat ional i ty in people.  Accor d i ng  to 
him some people are indus t r ious  and rat ional ;  other s  are qua r r e l some  
and content i ous .  In his Second  Treat ise ,  he fur t her  explains  the 
concept ;
He (God) ' ^ gave it to the use of  the I ndus t r i ous  and Rat i onal . . .
; not  to the Fancy or Cove t ousness  o f  the Qua r r e l s ome  and 
Cont ent i ous .
Ther e for e  some people  are act ing in conformi ty  wi th natural  law and 
the others  against  it. The former  should be r ewar ded  for  thei r  good 
work,  they have the r ight  to make infini te accumul a t i on  of  proper t y.  
This would in the end will be benef icial  for all the segment s  of  the 
society from top to bot tom.
Final ly,  Locke  extends  this prejudice  in rat i onal i ty among 
people  into his a rgument s  on govern i ng  society.  Those  who have 
shown thei r  rat ional i ty by owni ng proper t y  also has the r ight  to 
par t i c ipate  in the governi ng  of  the society.  Those  who posses  
not hing more than thei r  l abor  may not  par t i c i pa t e  in this process .  
They can not  vote.  1 ngersol l  and Mat t hews  state that :
Because  the l aborers  never thel ess  are still subject  to the laws 
of  soci ety, even t hough they can not  par t i c i pa t e  in the maki ng 
of  t hose laws,  they are said to be in,  but  not  of,  civil  society. ' ^
If at some point  the l aborer  is able to requi re  pr oper t y  then he would 
maintain the right  to vote.
1.1
Dramat ical ly ,  what  in tlie feudal  t r adi t ion was once  cons i der ed  
moral ly detes t abl e  behavi or  now became in a mar ke t  society 
vi r tuous .  Also,  the a rgument s  over  t r adi t ional  g ove r nme n t  was 
replaced by Lockean government .
Locke,  talks about  two agreement s  in a s tate o f  nature.  The 
first  one is the contrac t  o f  soc ie t y  in which individual s  agree  to 
rel inquish the total  f reedom of  the state of  na ture  and to establ i sh a 
society.  As Ingersol l  and Mat t hews  states,  the second a g r eement  is a 
kind of  t rus tee  r e l a t i o n s h i p In this re l a t i onship where  we can not  
call  a cont ract ,  the two part ies ( the gove r nme n t  and the soci ety)  are 
not  equal  par tners .  Gove r nment  posseses  no r ights ,  t he r e f o r e  the 
agreement  process  is l imited to societ ies '  impos ing obl iga t ions  
t owards  the government .  In Lockean pol i t ics it is i ncor r ec t  to talk 
about  the r ights of  the government .  Gove r nme n t  has no r ights  
against  the society,  it only takes on obl igat ions .
In the process  of  cons t i t u t i ng a gove r nme n t  the deci s ion is not  
t aken concur rent l y ,  but  by the rat ional  por t i on of  the society which 
owns proper ty.  The government s  role in a civil soci ety then is only 
l imi ted to cer tain tasks,  such as, the defense and the wel fare  of  the 
society.  However ,  t here is an i mpor t ant  fact  that  should not  be 
underes t i mat ed ,  the gove r nment  establ i shed by the major i ty rule can 
also be r emoved by a negat ive  major i ty vote.  In addi t i on,  if such an 
ove r t h r ow of  the gove r nment  occurs  t here  is no fear o f  r e t u r n i ng  to 
the state o f  nature  because  the cont r ac t  o f  society remains  unbr oken .  
The major i ty is the cent ral  unit  in Lockean theory,  that  it has the 
power  to unmake  government ,  t here fore  the major i ty is able to hold 
the gove r nment  responsibl e  to its wishes.
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The Lockean system of  dual  agr eement  has b r ough t  an 
i mpor t ant  e l ement  in l iberal  t radi t ion.  In the Lockean  system there 
is a t hr ee- t i er ed rel at ionship;  An individual  is at the same t ime a 
pr ivate  person,  a member  of  a societal  major i ty and the subject  o f  a 
l imited government .  With this analogy he makes  a f avorabl e  
di s t inct ion between the pr ivate and publ ic life of  individuals .
In Locke ' s  view the gove r nment  has no r ight  to i nt e r fere  with 
any individual s  rel igious beliefs.  They should be t o l e r a t ed  not  only 
by gove r nment  but  also by all people.  The publ i c -pr iva t e  d i cho t omy 
eventual ly has lead to the deve l opment s  o f  creat ion o f  civil  r ights.  
Those  are the r ights that  nei ther  the gove r nment  nor  the society have 
the author i ty  to i nter fere with.  With this respect  l iberal  democr a t i c  
t r adi t ion has broad di f ference? when compar ed  to fasci sm and 
Marxi sm in which publ ic and pr ivate l ives can not  be separa t ed.
In Lockean view,  people  are cons i dered  as a tomi c  uni ts,  
suff icient  for themselves .  They interact  wi th ot her  people  when it is 
to thei r  sel f - interest .  Locke  can be charac t er i zed  by his emphas i s  on 
radical  individual i sm.  People  are always se l f -or i ent ed p r eced i ng  to 
the es t abl i shment  o f  a society.  In Lockean l iberal i sm the i ndividual  
is prevai l ing.  The natural  r ights that  are grant ed to individual  is due 
to the very nature  of  thei r  humani ty.  These  r ights  are not  depende n t  
for thei r  exi s t ence  upon thei r  r ecogni t i on by a s tate or any ot her  
ins t i tut ion ,it is bui l t - in in human nature.  Despi t e  many di f ferences  
in physical  and mental  abi l i t ies all human beings are subject  to these 
r ights.  This leads to a posi t ion of  re lat i ve  equal i ty .  One has the 
r ight  to a t t empt  to t ake the others  pr oper t y  where  as the o t her  also 
have the r ight  to defend his proper ty.  People,  all t hink that  in
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order  to secure  tlieir natural  r ights ( pro t ec t  thei r  pr oper t y)  f r eedom 
is the ut mos t  i mpor t ant  task to be real ized.  Of  course  this f r eedom 
can be l imi ted in cer tain t imes by the presence  of  o t her  people  or by 
the natural  law of  God.
If  we sum up the basic assumpt ions  of  Lockean  l iberal  
t radi t ion,  we come up with four  main assumpt ions :
Individual s  are:  (a) Free to pursue ends,  (b) relat ively equal ,  (c)
have r ights that  are not  subject  to the cont rol  o f  any o t her  au thor i t y  
other  than themselves ,  (d) dependent  only upon t hemselves  or God 
for thei r  exis tence.  There  is a great  emphasi s  on the pr ese r va t i on  of  
r ights and l ibert ies of  individuals ,  wi t hout  put t i ng l imi ta t ions  on 
them.  Therefore ,  in this theory there is a lack of  shared values.
The human beings are largely mot ivated by a sel fish desi re  to 
acqui re  things.  Thei r  most  impor t ant  aim becomes  to have as much 
pr ivate  proper ty as they can.  The Lockean l iberal i sm sees humans  
as economi c  beings.  In a product i on process , as  the l abor  is i nvolved 
in the creat ion of  an object ,  the object  becomes  the ext ens i on  of  that  
person and could be l egi t imately owned by that  person.  But  conf l i ct  
ari ses because  of  selfish interests .  It is not  easy to de t e r mi ne  the 
share o f  each party in a good produced,  t her e f ore  the owner sh i p  is 
also suspected.  Thei r  desi res would lead them to c once n t r a t e  on 
simi lar  goods .  They will not  feel t hemselves  in secur i ty as long as 
unl imi ted r ights  existed.  Ther e f or e  they agree  to make the social  
cont r ac t  and get  rid of  state of  war  and move into a society.  Locke  
in his analysis is in favor  of  a s t rong and aut hor i t a r i an  sovere i gn 
who can exerci se unl imi ted power ,  of  course  when the power  was 
t r ans fer red by the individuals .  Ther e f or e  we can conc l ude  that  in
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t erms of  its or igin there is not  much democr acy  in l iberal i sm.  Witli 
the works  of  Jeremy Bentham who favored one man one vote,  
l iberal i sm was democrat i zed.
2.2 R O U S S E A U E A N  D E M O C R A C Y
There  exists a second branch of  l iberal i sm that  found its root s  in 
Rousseau ' s  wr i t ings  point ing to the large pol i t ical  and social  cost s  of  
modern  marke t  societ ies.  ■ This branch of  l iberal i sm is not  goi ng hand 
in hand with capi tal i sm as it was the case in the previ ous  Lockean 
ver s i on. Jean Jack Rousseau was a French phi l osopher  17 12- 1778) 
who gave birth to this a l t ernat ive  vision.  Fol l owi ng Hobbes  and 
Locke  he is the thi rd phi l osopher  who empl oyed a s tate o f  na ture  
a rgument  to s t r engthen his polemic.  Di f fer ing from Locke,  he 
s tar ted his a rgument  by descr ibing how natural  humans  evolved into 
social  beings,  then to civi l izat ion,  whi le Locke  res t r i c t ed his 
di scussion to the people  who were al ready civi l ized.
The ances tor s  of  our  human race were  at first  amoral  and 
asocial  creatures ,  blessed with suff icient  food and shel ter .  Ther e  
was no not ion of  i nt erac t ion between them.  Rousseau  bel i eved that  
they were act ing on two pr inciples  of  mot ivat ion:  se l f -pr ese r va t i on
and pity.  Natural ly,  these pr imi t ive mot i va t i ons  did every t h i ng  
necessary to survive.  But  in addi t ion to se l f -prese rva t i on  these 
c rea t ures  also exhibi ted compass ion because  they did not  want  to 
wi tness  the suf fer ing of  any of  thei r  members .
Over  a per iod of  years,  these pr imi t ive needs began to change.  
As these crea t ures  began to desi re new objects ,  they became 
i ncapable  of  being sat isf ied or fulfi l led.  Out  of  this process  the need
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for other  people  were  developed and humans  became  social  
c reatures .  From that  point  on,  the ot her  human beings  were  
necessary for thei r  survival .  I ' he creat ion of  proper t y  r ights  in a 
pre-capi t a l i s t  society fol lowed the lat ter.  f he  crea t i on of  these 
r ights led to ant agoni sms  and confl i ct s  be tween human beings.
Economi c  inequal i ty and class divis ions were  c rea t ed be tween 
those who owned proper ty and who did not.  This led to a general  
condi t i on of  war  between human beings.  The rich devised a clever  
scheme into est abl i shing a state to prot ect  the pr oper t y  o f  the rich.  
Accor di ng  to Ingersol l  and Ma t t h e w s : ’’
The project  was the creat ion of  a soc ia l  con irac t  des i gned to 
prot ec t  the rich from the poor  in the name of  j us t i ce  for  all.
Then the modern state was a creat ion of  the rich,  which should be 
ove r t h r own in order  to create  a l egi t imate  society.
In his f amous work The Soc ia l  Cot t lracl ,  he makes  his 
observat ion on human beings that.'**
Man is born free;  and everywhere  he is in cha i ns . One  think 
himsel f  the master  of  ot her s , and still r emains  a gr ea t e r  slave 
than they.
People  bel ieve that  they are free,  in fact  they are not .  The moder n  
person is al i enated from his envi ronment .  Individual s  agreed to 
establ ish a state bel ieving that  this would br ing them f r eedom,  in fact  
they have created the rule of  the rich,  with the a ppea r ance  o f  rule of  
all by all. If the cur rent  s i tuat ion was unaccept abl e ,  then what  
should be done to create  a l egi t imate society was his second concern.
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Since he is against  the use of  force,  the real i zat ion of  the condi t i ons  
are necessary in which all wi l l ingly and knowi ngl y  consent  to live 
together .  His prescr ipt ion is threefold,  involving pr oper t y ,  f act ions  
and individuals ;
1. Proper ty: ' ^  He argued that  moder a t e  equal i ty of  pr oper t y  is 
necessary for a ha rmoni ous  society.  Ther e for e ,  he gives an 
i mpor t ant  role for the gove r nment  to prevent  ex t r avagant  di spar i ty 
of  for tunes .  The role of  the gove r nment  was to f ight  agains t  the 
creat ion of  antagoni s t i c  class re l a t i onships  by passing l egi s l at ions  
such as t axat ion,  re-di s t r i but ing weal th and etc.  No ci t izen shoul d  be 
weal thy enough to buy other  ci t izens.  He is against  capi tal i s t  
rel a t ions  where  one can buy the l abor  of  the other .  Fu r t he r mor e  the 
class confl i ct  can be ove rcome  with every individual  mai nt a i ning a 
l imited amount  of  proper ty.  Limi ted pr oper t y  is a secur i ty 
i ns t rument  for preserving f reedom.  The f reedom is the u t mos t  goal .  
In the absence  of  proper ty the f reedom can not  be achi eved . - “
2. Fact ions:  After  deal ing with economi c  obs t acl es  agains t  c rea t i ng
a l egi t imate society,  he turned his at t ent ion to the divisive i nf luences  
o f  fact ions.  The balance he longed can be r eached by one o f  two 
pol icies:  (1) ban all fact ions,  or (2) c reat e  so many fac t ions  that
they check each other  so that  no one fact ion will become  too 
powerful . - '
3. Individual ;  Whi le the economi c  and social  p re - r equi s i t e s  are 
necessary in order  to create  a l egi t imate society,  Rousseau finds 
them insuff icient  in creat ing the type of  change  in individuals .
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Ill his Socia l  Coi i iracl  Rousseau i n t roduces  a f igure cal led 
the legi s lator ,  even though he actual ly is not  l egi s lat ing.  Ingersol l  
and Mat t hews  note that :--
Wi t hout  legislat ive power ,  it is not  surpr i s ing that  the 
Legi s l a tor  was descr ibed by Rousseau as having an author i t y  
that  is mere nothing.
The Legi s l a tor ' s  funct ion is to play an i mpor t ant  role in crea t i ng 
se l f -awareness  among people,  to .help them in changi ng  thei r  
percept ions .  The individuals  with the help of  the Legi s l a t or  
unders t and  thei r  individual  selves and thei r  common hi s tory.  The 
Legi s l a tor  t r ans forms  the society,  in the process  o f  se l f ­
enl i ght enment  The char i smat i c  leader ,  will maintain what  is
i mpor t ant  for the people,  that  is, to free t hemselves .  In or der  to be 
free people  must  rule themselves. -^ ^
Rousseau ' s  def ini t ion of  f reedom is the obedi ence  to a law one 
prescr ibes  for one' s  sel f . -“* Under  this s t andard of  se l f - i mposed laws,  
Rousseau rejects the possibi l i ty o f  r epr esent a t i ve  gove r nment .  
Accordi ng to him the ci t izens of  a r epresenta t i ve  gove r nme n t  will  be 
free only when they are vot ing.  After  they have voted,  thei r  f r eedom 
would be t r ans fer red to others  who would decide in the name of  
them.  They will become slaves.  He is in favor  o f  a pa r t i c i pa tory  
democracy,  in which the individuals  have di rect  inf luence  on the 
deci s ions  taken.  The individual  par t i c ipat ion into the process  is very 
impor tant .
The society is mater ial  and necessary for human devel opment .  
Once individuals  began to see t hemselves  as bound to the others .
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they will act ively par t i c ipate  in the creat ion of  the genera l  will.  The 
genera l  wi l l  is both in the interes t  o f  the individual s  and the ent i re  
society .2·'’
The Rousseauean line of  t hought  has presented an a l t erna t ive  
view in l iberal  t radi t ion.  With the deve l opment  of  humani t y,  the 
humans  in s tate o f  na ture  has become  social  beings ,  who needs  
f reedom in order  to live a human life. Rousseau,  re j ect ed capi tal i sm 
which is against  equal i ty,  f r eedom and humani ty and an obs t acl e  
against  his one-cl assed society.  In this society where  the individual s  
would own enough proper ty to maintain t hemselves  and a capi tal i s t  
society will not  be created.  In Ingersol l  and Mat t hew' s  view:
Rousseau,  then,  is a l iberal  democr a t  in a dual  sense : He  
conceives  of  democr acy  as a kind of  society wher e  ever yone  
must  have an equal  chance  to develop;  and democr acy  is an 
electoral  mechani sm where  by individual s  not  thei r  
r epresenta t i ves  -di scuss and vote on publ ic policy.-^’
2.3 DEMOCRACY VERSUS REPUBLI C
It is utmos t  i mpor t ant  to make a di s t inct ion be t ween the 
concept s  Repub l i c  and Democracy  s ince the t erms will  be used 
through out  the thesis.  With the rise of  the Second Republ i c
a rgument  in Turkey,  t here  has not  been any effor t  to c omme n t  on the 
meaning of  the name of  the proposed  regime,  namely.  Seco nd  
R e p u b l i c . It was only cri t icized on the ground  that  number i ng  
Republ i cs  is a t radi t ion in France  and the a t t empt  to number  
Republ i cs  in Turkey is art i f icial .
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The reason I am interes ted in the name of  the pr oposed  regime 
is di f ferent  from the lat ter .  Instead of  focus ing on the number i ng  of  
the regime it is necessary to concent r a t e  on the term Republ ic .
In Turkey the t erms republ ic and democr acy  has always been 
p r onounced  together .  People  always bel ieved that  these two can not  
be separa t ed from each other .  However ,  in the wor ld t here  are many 
democra t i c  count r i es  ruled by monarchies ,  such as Belgium,  Uni t ed 
Ki ngdom,  Hol l and,  etc.  In addi t ion there are also many count r i es  on 
the wor ld which are republ ics  but not  democrac i es ,  such as Iran,  
Iraq,  etc.  Therefore ,  it is very i mpor t ant  to use both t erms in the 
cor rect  context .
A good di s t inct ion be tween the t erms democra t i c  and 
republ ican  was given by Madison.  As put  by Ingersol l  and 
Mat thews:^^
To his mind a republ ic di ffered from democr a t i c  forms in that  
it was l arger  both physical ly and numer i cal ly,  and that  it 
included a scheme of  r epr esen t a t i on . Thi s  di s t inc t ion has 
l argely been lost  in modern t imes,  where  we tend to think of  
all democrac i es  as possess ing some scheme of  r epr esent a t i on .
The term representa t i ve  gove r nment  is very close to what  Madi son 
means by a republ ic.  Madi son is in favor  o f  l imi t ing the suf f rage  as 
the pol i t ical  real i ty would permit .  He is t rying to keep the 
re l a t i onship between gove r nment  and the people  as i ndi rect  as 
possible.  The popular  .basis of  the gove r nment  turns  out  to be 
restrictive.-**
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Accor di ng  to Madison,  the system of  r ep r esen t a t i on  was 
designed to funct ion other  than ref lect ion of  the popul ar  opinion.  
The r epresenta t i ve  on the one hand is the ref l ec t or  of  the publ ic 
opinion,  but  on the other  hand his funct ion is to find the best  
pol icies for the interest  of  the society he is l iving in. In this 
meaning probably the representa t i ve  will act  cont r ary  to the opi nions  
of  the major i ty assuming that  he has more i nformat i on,  or bet t er  
educat ion when compared  to the major i ty.  The two roles  o f  the 
r epresenta t i ve  are in opposi t ion to each other .  On the one hand he 
is the r epresenta t i ve  of  the opinions  of  the society,  on the o t her  a 
s t a t esman,  preserving the interest s  of  the state and the society.
As a resul t ,  a republ ic is a regime in which the major i ty have 
more indi rect  rule in the government a l  processes .  The popul a r  will 
can be i gnored at certain'  t imes for the sake of  the wel l -being of  the 
society.  In a democracy,  the major i ty will and popul ar  sovere i gnt y  
is at the hear t  of  the decision making process .
My cri t icism against  the group in favor  o f  a Second Republ i c ,  
is then,  to the t erminol ogy they have chosen for the radical  changes .  
Thei r  main a rgument  is to create  a more democr a t i c  pol i t ical  
s t ruc ture  in Turkey,  in which the popul ar  sovere i gnt y  will be the 
basis for the regime.  They want  to decrease  the indi rect  rul ing of  
the ci t izens and increase pol i t ical  par t i c ipat ion.  Thei r  cr i t i c i sms 
t owards  the power  of  the bur eaucr acy  is due to the condi t i ons  stated 
above.
Ther e for e  in my opinion it is a s t ra t egic  mis t ake  to use the 
word Republ i c  whi le refer r ing to a more democr a t i c  society.  The 
more republ i can a society is the less democr a t i c  it is. In the
2.1
fol lowing sect ions  the views of  the groups  on republ i c  versus 
democr acy  d i chot omy will be broadened.
2.4 THE LOCKEAN AND ROUSSEAUEAN ELEMENTS IN 
SECOND REPUBLI CAN ARGUMENTS
The argument s  on Second Republ i c  in Turkey has c rea t ed,  two 
camps among the pol i t ical  scient ist s  and j ourna l i s t s  in a very shor t  
per iod of  t ime:  The group in favor  of  a Second Republ i c  in Turkey,  
were  bel i eving that  there is a necessi ty,  to creat e  a new societal  
or gani za t i on in Turkey in order  to speed up its democr a t i za t i on  
process  and reach the democra t i c  and indust r ial  level  of  
con t empor a r y  Western states.  , The second,  who were  agains t  the 
idea of  a Second Republ i c  has shown doubt s  about  the future  of  the 
exis t ing regime.  Thei r  main concern was to preserve  the Republ i c ,  
which Ataturk has created,  with its former  ins t i t ut ions  and wor ld 
v i ews .
The suppor t e r s  and the cr i t iques of  a Second Republ i c ,  of  
course  had pol i t ical  or i ent at i ons  pr ior  to thei r  pos i t ions  in the 
debate.  In fact ,  an impor t ant  part  of  the debate,  most ly by the group 
who are against  a Second Republ i c,  was cons t r uc t ed  on an 
ideological  cr i t icism of  the other  group.  To clari fy the pol i t ical  
out l ooks  of  both sides would provide  the reader  wi th bet t er  
under s t and i ng  of  the cur rent  debate.
In t rying to display the di f ferences  of  the two groups ,  it is not  
necessary to st r ict ly ca t egor i ze  the groups  as Lockean  or 
Ro u s s e a u e a n .
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A. Argument s  for a Second Republ i c
The a rgument  of  the necessi ty for the decl ara t i on o f  a Second 
Republic in Turkey was first put forward by Mehmet A11 a n I n  his 
opinion the state format ion in Turkey after  the i ndependence  war  
which ended in 1923,  did not  took the consent  o f  its ci t i zens.  In a 
Lockean under s t andi ng  he claims that ,  the gove r nme n t  is not  formed 
in Turkey by a t rus t eeship agreement  be tween the individual s  and 
gove r nment  itself.  In Lockean t heory a gove r nment  should have 
only obl igat ions  t owards  its ci t izens and it is only a mechani sm to 
serve the interests oI' the ci t i zens  which  are: to have property,  to 
live freely.  The Second Republ i cans  accept  the unde r s t and i ng  of  
social  cont r ac t  in Lockean sense and they claim that  in Turkey,  the 
state has always acted in the name of  its ci t i zens by involving them 
as indi rect  as possible to pol icy deci s ion making processes .
In fact ,  what  the Second Republ i cans  are point ing out  is that  in 
Turkey,  the regime conta ined more republ i can and less democr a t i c  
f ea t ures . The  states interest s  were always viewed as being super i or  to 
that  of  individuals.^'
Locke  has di s t ingui shed between pr ivate  and publ ic very 
clearly.  The individuals  have r ights that  are not  subject  to the 
cont rol  of  any other  author i ty other  than themselves .  The r e f o r e  the 
gover nment s  do not  have any r ight  to inter fere  into the l ives of  its 
ci t izens.  In Cet in Al tan' s  view:
In Turkey the state has always been a she l l  .y/a/efkabuk devlet  
) , making the l ives of  the individuals  di f f icul t  by i n ter fer ing in 
it, where  as it should do the cont rary.
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In Lockean t radi t ion,  tlie pr ivate l ives of  tlie individual s  especial ly 
thei r  rel igious r ights and preferences  are the most  cr i t ical  theme.  
The gove r nment  can not  i nter fere wi th any individuals '  r e l igious  
beliefs.  In paral lel  with Lockean t radi t ion,  the Second 
Republ i cans  are against  the under s t andi ng  of  the secular i sm which is 
valid in Turkey.  In thei r  opinion the Turki sh state has i nt er fered 
into the rel igious bel iefs of  its ci t izens in the name of  secular i sm.  
Di f ferent  sects and fact ions of  Islam were banned by the state 
ideology.  Ther e for e  they bel ieve that  in Turkey the pr ivate  l ives of  
individuals  were  not  r espect ed as Locke  foresaw.
In thei r  economic  unders t andi ng ,  they are also paral lel  wi th a 
Lockean under s t andi ng  of  individual  f reedom.  The Lockean  l iberal  
t r adi t ion went  hand in hand with the economi c  t r adi t ion of  Adam 
Smith.  Every individual  was expected to grow his pl easure  even if at 
the expense  of  others '  pain.  There  is no place for the unsuccess ful  
in this game.
The Second Republ i cans  are defending a capi tal i s t  e conomy in 
Turkey.  They claim that  the states'  high rate of  share in the 
economy slows down the growt h rate of  Turki sh economy.  They 
favor  a free market  economy,  in which compe t i ng  par t i es  will 
i ncrease thei r  product ivi ty because of  r i sing compe t i t i on . Wi t h  the 
l iberal i zat ion of  economy,  in thei r  view,  the inef f i ci ent  State 
Economi c  Enterpr i ses  will be shut  down,  or will adopt  t hemse lves  to 
free marke t  economy and the Turki sh economy will i mpr ove . ”
In the Second Republ i can l ine of  t hought ,  Rousseauean  
e lement s  can also be observed.  In Rousseauean  t erms the social  
cont r ac t  was created by the rich in order  to sustain thei r  proper t y
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and weal th.  Tins was done in the name for the all but  infact  for  the 
favor  of  the rich.  Ther e for e  wi thout  a new social  cont r ac t ,  the 
regime which was freated by the rich will cont i nue  to be i l l egi t imate.
The Second Republ i cans  put  out  paral lel  views on the social  
cont r ac t  be tween the ci t izens and the state in Turkey.  Accor d i ng  to 
them the cont r ac t  was formed to favor  the t r iple  a r i s t oc racy  in 
Turkey:
The state was cons t i t ut ed by . the rich,  the mi l i tary and the 
bureaucra t s  forming the Tr iple Ar i s t oc r a cy . The s tate has 
always funct ioned to preserve the interes t s  of  the three.
Ther e for e  they bel ieve that  in order  to change  the s t r uc t ur e  o f  the 
social  cont r ac t  which is valid today,  a great  s t ruggle  is inevi t able 
against  the hegemony of  this Tr iple Ar i s tocracy.
They are also in paral lel  with Rousseau that ,  the s tate has the 
duty to make legi slat ions in order  to diminish class divi s ions in the 
society.  As one of  the corner  s tones  of  Rousseauean  t h inking the 
Second Republ i cans  also are in favor  of  a state whose  aim is to make 
life easier  for its ci t izens.
B. Argument s  Agai ns t  Second Republ i c
Like Second Republ i cans ,  the group who are against  Second 
Republ ic are also in line with Rousseauean and Lockean school s  to a 
cer tain extend.  The anti  group are less inf luenced f rom Locke ,  and 
more from Rousseau.
Rousseau,  as oppos i ng  to Locke,  sees some kind of  shared 
values in the nature  of  individuals  and he is not  as pess imis t i c  as
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Locke  about  human nature.  I'he anti  group wlio are against  Second 
Republ i c ,  share this observat ion of  Rousseau,  As well  as self- 
preserva t i on mot ive,  t here is also the mot ive of  compass i on  in 
humans.
The anti  group is against  a capi tal i s t  economy.  They are in 
paral lel  wi th Rousseau in this respect .  Rousseau is against  
capi tal i sm because  he bel ieves that  this creates  inequal i ty be t ween 
the individuals  which leads to confl ict  and f ights among them.  The 
anti  group as well  coincides  with Rousseau that  the conf l i ct s  in the 
society are created by the very nature  o f  the capi tal i s t i c  rel at ions .
Rousseau states that  in order  to live a human life, t here  should 
be a moder a t e  equal i ty of  proper t y  among individuals .  In todays  
under s t andi ng  this means the achi evement  of  a minimum l iving 
s t andard.  The anti group is paral lel  with Rousseau in this respect  
as well.  They bel ieve that  the state should c reat e  equal  
oppor t uni t i es  for individuals  and set a l iving s t andard for them.
The anti group views the bureaucra t s  and s t a t esman as the
tools  that  are supposed to enl ighten the society.  They bel i eve that ,  
as well  as funct ioning as a state off icer  they are also obl iged to 
preserve  the Kemal is t  her i t age.  This under s t and i ng  can coinc ide  
with the role that  Rousseau has given to the l egi s lator .  The
legi s lator  leads individuals  to unders t and  both thei r  individual selves  
and thei r  common history.  In my opinion,  in the unde r s t and i ng  o f
the anti group,  the common hi story is pr ior  to unde r s t and i ng
individualselves .
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These  are tlie Rousseauean e lement s  in anti  gr oups  
unders t andi ng .  There  are of  course  some Lockean e lement s  in thei r  
under s t and i ng  as well.
In Lockean l iberal  t radi t ion,  the will of  the major i ty to make 
or unmake  a gove r nment  is very s igni f icant .  A gove r nme n t  t aking its 
rul ing power  from the will of  the major i ty in the end would be 
responsibl e  for thei r  wishes and interests .  Locke s tates that :
To be sure,  Locke  does grant  the major i ty of  civil  society the 
power  to unmake  government ,  and with this power  they will  be 
able to hold the gove r nment  accountable  to thei r  wishes^·^’
The same under s t andi ng  can be seen in the anti  g r o u p .
Arcayurek states that:
A Republ i c  is a regime where  ci t izens can exerci se  thei r  
sovereignty r i ght s .They should have the r ight  to choose  thei r  
r epresenta t i ves  as well as to change  them
A last point  on the anti group can be thei r  views on democr acy  
versus republ ic  di lemma.  The anti group is more republ i can or i ent ed.  
They are suspicious  about  more democr a t i za t i on  on cer tain issues 
like secular i sm and federal  solut ions  in Sout heas t e r n  anatol i a .  They 
are always in favor  of  checks  and balance or gan i za t i ons  l ike 
Cons t i t ut i onal  Cour t ,  Counci l  of  State which gave the regime its 
republ i can characters .
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CHAPTKR 3
ARGUMENTS  FOR A SECOND REPUBLI C
Dur ing the 1990' s,  some pol i t ical  scient is t s  and j our na l i s t s  in 
Turkey began to bel ieve in the necessi ty of  major  changes  in the 
count ry ' s  pol i t ical  regime in order  to reach to the level  o f  democr acy  
and indust r i a l i zat ion of  the developed count r i es  of  the west ern 
hemisphere .  They bel ieve that  the cr i t icism of  the exi s t ing regime 
which was planted in 1923 is the only means t owar ds  a more 
democra t i c  count ry.  In other  words ,  they bel ieve that  t here is a 
deadl ock faced by the exist ing regime which can only be ove r come  
by set t ing the foundat i ons  t owards  creat ing a new s t r uc t ur e  for  a 
new republ ic,  Second  Republ ic .  In this chapter ,  the pi t fal ls o f  the 
exis t ing republ ic viewed by pol i t ical  scient is t s ,  pol i t i ci ans  and 
journal i s t s  who opt  for a second republ ic  will be present ed and thei r  
under s t andi ng  of  the not ion of  a second republ i c  will be di scussed.  
They make pol i t ical ,  sociological  and economi c  comment a r i e s  on the 
exis t ing regime.  Therefore ,  thei r  views will be di scussed in three  
sub-sect ions  as pol i t ical ,  economi c  and social .
The s t reaml ine of  the Second Republ i c  a rgument s  were  put  
forward by Mehmet  Al tan (who named the a rgument s  as. The Second 
Republ i c)  and Cet in Altan.  In a shor t  per iod of  t ime some pol i t ical  
scient i s t s  like Nur  Vergin,  Sina Aksin,  and Vedat  Bi lgin wrot e  
ar t icles on the subject  and expressed thei r  points  of  views.  In 
addi t ion to those pol i t ical  scient is t s  some pol i t i cians also suppor t ed  
the idea of  a Second Republ ic,  namely Ismail  Cem and Deniz  Baykal ,
and made cont r i but i ons  to tlie arguments .  Both the pol i t ical  
scient i s t s  and pol i t i cians stated above bel ieve in the necess i t y of  
changes  in Turkey t owards  a more democra t i c  society.
In this chapter ,  most  of  the a rgument s  will be der ived from 
Mehmet  Al tan and Cet in Al t an’s wr i t ing since thei r  ar t i cles r epresent  
the main points  o f  the Second Republ i c  arguments .  Howeve r ,  one 
should know that  when we refer  to the pro group,  we are not  only 
refer r ing to thei r  views but  also to the views of  pol i t ical  scient i s t s ,  
pol i t i cians and other  journal i s t s .
3.1 THE POLI TICAL ASPECTS
The cr i t ici sms of  the pro group,  who are in favor  of  a Second 
Republ ic,  on pol i t ical  issues are as fol lows.  (1) The par l i ament  in 
Turkey hi s tor ical ly did not  funct ion well .  The elected were  always 
less powerful  when compared  to the appoint ed.  The r e f o r e  the 
pol i t ical  sovereignty of  the masses were  not  r epr esent ed  well  in the 
par l i ament .  (2) A state based on rule of  law was not  es t abl i shed in 
Turkey.  (3) Nat ional  Securi ty Counci l  (NSC)  is a body that  is more 
powerful  than the government s  and the par l i ament .  The army has 
not  been cri t icized for its acts.  (4) Secular i sm has never  been
appl ied in its full sense.  (5) State Secur i ty Cour t s ( SSC)  funct i oned 
against  basic human r ights.  (6) There  is a need for de -cen t r a l i za t i on  
in the or gani zat i on of  the state.  (7) The 1982 cons t i t u t i on should be 
changed.  (8) The bans against  cr i t ic izing Ata turks  t ime should be 
uncovered.  (9) A possible Pres ident i al  system in Tur key should be
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argued freely.  In this cl iapter each of  tlie key a rgument s  put  
forward by the pro group will be explained.
A Funct i oni ng  Parl iainci i t
Paral lel  to a Lockean unders t andi ng,  the pro group bel ieves 
that  the sovereignty of  the masses should be well  r epr esen t ed  in the 
par l i ament .  The legislat ive should t ake its power  f rom the consent  
o f  the ci t izens,  hence prot ec t  thei r  interests .  Ci t i zens should have 
the r ight  to make or unmake  government s .  This is cal led a 
democrat ic  republ ic  by the pro group.  Mehmet  Al tan points  out  
that :
The Turki sh Republ i c  has never  been a democr a t i c  r epubl i c . A 
democra t i c  republ ic gives its ci t izens the power  to choose  thei r  
own representa t ives  wi thout  put t ing l imi tat ions on thei r  power
In his opinion.  The Republ i c  evolved by a t ransfer  o f  power  f rom the 
Ot t oman dynasty to a single party di c t a tor ship of  Republ i can Peopl es  
Par ty (RPP) ,  instead of  handing it to people  t hr ough elected 
deput ies .  Mehmet  Al tan also points  out  that:
1' here f o re our  1923 republ ic is an author i t a r i an  and a 
total i t ar ian republ i c . l t  has never  become a mul t i -voi ced,  
plural ist ,  par t i c ipatory and a free democra t i c  republ ic.^
In a Rousseauean manner ,  the pro group claims that  the Second 
Republ i c  idea is a proposal  to dismiss the chains that  the ci t i zens are 
bound up with.  It is a proposal  to make the par l i ament  funct ion as 
the real r epresenta t i ve  of  the Turki sh citizens.·^
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The social  cont r ac t  accordi ng to Rousseau was clone by the 
rich in order  to preserve  thei r  interest s  in the name of  all. Mehmet  
Al tan claims that ;
Since 1923,  the problems and interes t s  of  the pol i t i c i ans  and 
the ci t izens sur r ounded them in t hree big ci t ies,  were  
i nt roduced as if they were the interest s  o f  the all.'*
Accordi ng  to the pro group,  the par l i ament  is the most  
impor t ant  inst i tut ion of  the state apparatus .  It t akes its i mpor t ance  
from the fact  that  its members  are chosen by the vote o f  the ci t izens.  
In well  funct i oning democrac i es ,  the count ry  is ruled by the 
par l i ament .  But  in Turkey the process  is di f ferent .  The elected 
pol i t i cians,  are not  interes ted in forming par l i amentary  democracy.  
They do not  act  as the representa t i ves  of  the general  will.  They 
underes t i mat e  the pol i t ical  sovereignty of  the masses.  The fear  of  
mi l i tary i n tervent ions  and the powerful  posi t ion of  mi l i tary among 
the ci t izens makes pol i t i cians loyal  to the mil i tary.  Once  they have 
the suppor t  of  the mil i tary they feel t hemselves  secure  and they 
behave i r responsible  t owards  the e l ectorat e .  fhey exploi t  the
inf luence of  the mil i tary for thei r  exi s tence and cont i nui ng  rule.·'
Bur eauc racy  since Ot t oman Empi re  always played an i mpor t ant  
role in the funct ioning of  the Turki sh state.  Accor d i ng  to the pro 
group , because  of  the rule of  the bureaucracy,  both the society and 
the government s  have been al i enated from the rul ing processes  in 
Turkey.  Mehmet  Al tan states that;
If  we cons ider  state as a car  and the gove r nme n t  as a dr iver ,  in 
Turkey the dr iver  never  had the cont rol  of  the car.  In fact  in
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Turkey the state has never  been passive as a car.  On the 
cont ra ry it has always been an effect ive and act ive state.  The 
state was cons t i t ut ed by the rich,  the mi l i tary and the 
bureaucra t s  forming a Iriple ar i s t ocracy .  These  t r iple 
ar i s tocracy excluded the will of  the masses f rom the rul ing 
process .  In order  to change this s t ruc ture  o f  the republ i c  a 
great  s t ruggle  is inevi table against  the hegemony of  this t r iple 
aristocracy.*^
In pro group' s  opinion,  ci t i zenship is a rel a t i onship be tween 
the state and the individuals  based on r ights and obl iga t ions  bound 
wi th a cons t i t ut ion and related laws.  When the ci t i zenship s tatus  is 
achieved by the masses they will become the t rue sovere i gns  of  the 
Turki sh republ ic.  By t r ans fer r ing thei r  power  to the par l i ament  
t hrough thei r  e lected representa t ives ,  they will be a part  o f  the 
deci s ion making processes .
There fore ,  one of  the most  i mpor t ant  goals  of  the Second 
Republ i c  proposal  is to include the masses into the rul ing process .  
This would lead to a funct ioning represent a t i ve  par l i ament  and 
decrease  the power  of  the appoint ed against  the elected.
The Debates  over Mi l i tary Potency
The pro group finds the inf luence of  the mi l i tary on state 
affai rs as one of  the most  impor t ant  obstacles  agains t  Turkey ' s  
democra t i za t i on .  The mil i tary has always had an i mpor t an t  role in 
every aspect  of  life in Turkey.  Mehmet  Altan points  out  that  the 
par l i ament  in Turkey was not  able to ques t ion mat t er s  related to the 
mi l i tary as if t here was a state wi thin the state,  he fur t her  claims 
that:
The claims over  Special  War  Bureau {Ozel  Harp  Dai re s i )  
organi zed as a second state not  having any responsibi l i ty by 
laws and regula t i ons  were  not  i nves t igated by the will o f  the
part i es that  are members  of  par l i ament .  However ,  simi lar  
claims in NATO count r i es  has shaken the pol i t ical  s t ruc t ure  
ent i rely and at t r ac t ed a great  publ ic interest .  The GLADI O 
affair  in Italy was inves t igated till all the secret s  were  
revea l ed . Because ,  the exi s tence of  an or gani za t i on  which the 
par l i ament  can not  cont rol  in a state appara t us  sugges t s  that  in 
that  count ry  the sovereignty belongs  to that  o r gan i za t i ons  
cal led count e rguer i l l a  not  to the c i t i zens . ’
Accordi ng to the pro group Turkey has a democr a t i c  s t ruc t ure  
which is unable to adjudica t e  the mil i tary i ntervent ions .  However ,  in 
ne ighbor i ng Greece  coup l eaders  are still in jail  paying the bill for 
the 1967 intervent ion.  They also asser t  that  there are many
unreveal ed events  that  have taken place in the past  which puts  the 
mil i tary under  suspicion.  Mehmet  Al tan foresees  that :
The Locheed scandal  was not  inves t igat ed by the par l i ament  
a l t hough the company accepted the br i bery . The  massacre  of  
May 1, 1977 still remains as a secret  as well  as the escape  of  
M. Ali Agca from the mil i tary cont rol l ed  Mal t epe  pr i son who 
later  made a t t empted to assass inate  Pope  Jean Paul.'*
Anot her  cr i t icism put  forward by the pro group about  the 
mil i tary inf luence in I ' urkey is the role o f  the Nat iona l  Secur i ty 
Counci l  ( NSC) ( M/ / / /  Güvenl ik  Kurulu)  in deci s ion maki ng process  in 
secur i ty affairs.
The role of  the NSC on government a l  deci s ion making 
processes  has been changed two t imes since 1960.  The role was 
consul t a t i ve  in the 196 1 cons t i t ut ion.  With the 197 1 mi l i tary 
intervent ion its role had been widened and changed into an advi sory 
nature,  giving advices to government s .  The last  mi l i tary i n t e rvent i on 
in 1980 by the new const i t ut ion gave NSC a supr a - gove r nmen t a l  
posi t ion.  They obtained the r ight  to i nter fere into gove r nment
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pol i t ics,  in the c i r cumstances  in wliich they bel ieve tliat is necessary.  
The most  i mpor t ant  of  all, the deci s ions  of  NSC af ter  1980 were 
found binding by the governments.*' '
The cri t icism of  the pro group was di rected to the supra-  
government a l  posi t ion of  NSC and the role it plays in Turki sh 
pol i t ics.  They find the funct ioning of  the NSC an an t i - democr a t i c  
mechani sm and bel ieve that  the el iminat ion of  NSC is vital  for the 
democr a t i za t i on  process  in Turkey.  They also add that  t here  no 
other  democra t i c  count ry in the wor ld with such o r gan i za t i ons  
super ior  to the par l i ament .
The pro group also wants  the Defense Mini s t er  to be ahead of  
the head of  the General  s t af f  in protocol  rankings .  (JeneIki innay  in 
thei r  views should be subjected to the Minist ry o f  Defense.  It should 
not  be an i ndependent  organizat ion free from par l i amentary  cont rol .
The last  point  that  the pro group make is thei r  be l i ef  in the 
necessi ty to expose the ideology and under s t and i ng  of  the mi l i tary to 
publ ic in order  to stop fur ther  mil i tary intervent ions .  The 
democra t i za t i on  can only be successful  if the role of  the mi l i tary in 
Turki sh pol i t ics is total ly removed.
Secul ari sm
The group in favor  of  a Second Republ i c  also cr i t i c i zed the 
1923_ republ ic and the under s t andi ng  it b r ought  to the not ion of  
secular ism^
In a Lockean unders t andi ng,  no one has the r ight  to inter fere  
into individual  pr ivate lives.  There  are some core r ights  that  can not
.17
be violated.  One of  them is the f r eedom to bel ieve in any rel igion 
one l ikes to.
Accordi ng  to the pro group,  the Kemal i s t  r egime has violated 
this natural  r ight  of  the individuals .  With olTicial secular i sm,  which 
meant  homogene i t y  in rel igious bel iefs,  people  were  forced to 
pract ice  only the sunni  sect  o f  Islam all t hrough the count ry.  This 
was maint ained by the Diyaiiel  I s leri  Ba.skanligi  ( Di r ec t o r a t e  of  
Rel igious  Affairs) ,  a state organizat ion.
In thei r  opinion,  in the early years of  the republ i c  the rel igious  
ci t izens were  under  great  pressure.  This was due to the shar ia fear  
of  the state officials.  Mehmet  Al tan states that;
When the fear of  the possibi l i t i es  o f  a shar ia rule i ncreases  in 
the count ry then the pressures  on the ci t izens,  related to thei r  
rel igious bel iefs also i ncreases .The  state off icials act  as if sixty 
mil l ion people will wi l l ingly accept  shar ia rule in Tu r ke y . I f  
there still exists a fear that  Turki sh society can be diver t ed 
from secular i sm after  seventy years o f  republ i can and for ty-  
seven years of  mul t i -par ty exper i ence,  some has to explain why 
secular  democra t i c  t radi t ions  has not  yet  been consol i da t ed  in 
Tur key . On the other  hand if t here is no fear t here  should be 
enough t rust  to democracy  against  sharia.'*^
The pro group also claims that ,  in the past  communi sm was 
used to f r ighten the masses and create  the condi t i ons  for mi l i tary 
rule.  Today the same is valid for sharia.  Mehmet  Al tan s tates  that :
Today rel igious fundamenta l i sm is fashionable  in order  to 
f r ighten the masses . However ,  a funct i oning democr acy  could 
ove rcome  all these problems in the soc i e t y . But  in Turkey,  
democracy  is not  found sui table for the masses by cer tain 
groups  in the soc i e t y . Islamic fundamenta l i s t s  claim that  a 
Musl im can not  be a democr a t  and a good musl im at the same 
t ime.On the other  hand,  the group in favor  o f  mi l i tary
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under s t andi ng  claims that  a secular  person can not  be a 
democr a t  at the same t ime . Therefore ,  there is no chance  to be 
a democr a t  in T u r k e y .People  are forced ei ther  to be Islamic 
fundamenta l i s t s  or Kemal i s t . "
Final ly the pro group bel ieves that  secular i sm can not  be 
consol ida t ed by advices and by forcing people  to be secular ,  but  it 
can only be consol idated if the societal  forces are s t r eng t hened  and 
the wel l fare and democracy  in society is widened.
Rul e  of  Law
The rule of  law accordi ng  to Sargent  is:
In a democracy  an elected r epresenta t i ve  par t i c ipates  in the 
making of  laws but  is still bound by the law. Once pr omul ga t ed  
the law is supreme,  not  t hose who made the 
l aw. Represent a t i ves  can par t i cipate  in changi ng  a law, but  until  
it is changed they,  along with everyone  else,  must  obey it. '^
The pro group claims that ,  in Turkey,  t here  is a lack of  rule of  
law. The basic human r ights can easi ly be violated.  The laws do not  
secure  the ci t izens r ight  to live. Many ci t i zens were  lost  in pol ice 
s tat ions.  The pol ice opera t ions  in which many t er ror i s t s  were  kil led 
has raised the ques t ions  about  whe t her  they were execut i ons  wi t hout  
trial.
Cet in Altai! claims that ;  The necessary i mpor t ance  was not  
given to judic i ary in Turkey.
In Turkey the judici ary was not  able to devel op in its 
republ i can history,  which is a part  of  the state mechani sm as 
well as the execut ive and legi s l at ive. l t  could not  develop
because a mil i tary state under s t andi ng  was valid in T u r k e y __ in
order  to create  a state where  rule of  law is sovere i gn,  the 
j udic i ary power  should be given utmos t  i mpor t ance  as well  as 
execut ive and legislat ive. ' ^
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The dual  s t ruc ture  of  the cour t s  in Turkey,  accor d i ng  to the 
pro group is another  obstacle  against  a rule of  law state.  State 
Secur i ty Courts(SSC)(/ )cM' /c/  Giivenlik Mahkeme le r i )  are mi l i tary 
cour t s  which has also the power  to trial civi l ians.  The abol i shment  
of  these cour t s  will fasten the consol idat ion of  rule o f  law in Turkey.
De-Cci i tral i zat i on
The group who are in favor  of  a second republ ic  bel ieve in the 
necessi ty of  moving from a uni tary state model  to a de -cent r a l i zed  
one where  the local  admini s t r a t ions  are powerful .  Cet in Al tan states 
that :
In order  to overcome the scarci ty of  cadres  and r esources  in 
Tur key, a  de-cent ra l i zed state organi za t i ona l  model  is 
needed . Ther e  should not  be any fear that  the count ry  will  be 
divided and terr i tor ial  integr i ty will be des t r oyed. I n  real i ty the 
danger  comes from the state appara t us  which makes life harder  
for its i ndividual s .There  are two kind of  states:  one maki ng the 
life harder  for its ci t izens,  namely,  a she l l  s tate  {kahuk dev l e t ) ,  
and the other  making life easier  for its ci t i zens a t echn i ca l  
s ta l e{ t ekni k  devle t )
Therefore ,  they bel ieve that  the de -cent r a l i zed r e - or gan i za t i on ,  the 
au t onomous l y  organi zed local  admi ni s t r a t i ons  will open the way to 
use the local  weal th and oppor t uni t i es  in i ncreas ing the wel l fare  of  
thei r  ci t izens.  In most  of  thei r  views upon de-cen t r a l i za t i on  in 
Turkey they are t rying to defend themselves  against  cr i t i c i sms which 
are di rected t owards  them.  But  except  answer i ng  those cr i t ici sms,  
they are not  clear  in explaining how de-cent r a l i za t i on  should be in 
Turkey and what  is lacking in the uni tary state or gani za t i ona l  model .
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Pres i dent i al  System
In most  of  the states,  the head of  the state is a symbol ic  f igure,  
a sor t  of  official  greeter .  In a monarchy the head of  s tate is a king 
or a queen;  in a republ ic,  it's a pres ident .  I f  the head of  s tate  is j us t  
a symbol ic  f igure then who exerci ses  power?  Roskin s tates that :
To find out ,  we next  must  di scover  if the system is p re s i d e n t i a l  
or pa r l i am en tar y  systems have par l i ament s ,  but  a
pres ident ial  system has a pres ident  who is elected and serves 
separat ely from the legi s lature;  the l egi s l ature can not  vote out  
the pres ident .
In par l i amentary systems,  the responsibi l i ty to take act ions  is 
concent r a t ed  in the hands of  the pr ime minister ,  who is a member  of  
par l i ament  and delegat ed by the pres ident  to form the government .  
The pr ime minister  and hi s /her  cabinet  can be ousted by a vote of  
no- conf i dence  in the par l i ament .  The pres ident ial  system is f avored 
by Uni ted States because they find it more prone  to stabi l i ty.
Turkey has a par l i amentary system wi th a symbol ic  pres ident  
and a r esponsible  execut ive.  However ,  Tur gut  Ozal  the eight  
pres ident  of  the Turki sh republ ic did not  act  accord i ng  to the 
par l i amentary democracy  t radi t ion which have devel oped since 1946 
in Turkey.  His act ive posi t ion in pres idency has c reat ed great  
oppos i t ion to his off ice unti l  his death.  Against  cr i t ici sms,  he 
clearly stated that  he was in favor  of  a pres ident ial  system.  Ozal  
named the regime a second republ ic  (di f ferent  from the pro groups '  
a rgument s  which is the subject  of  the chapter )  which he was pl anning 
to establ ish in Turkey.  The name he chose for his pr oposed  regime
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led to confus ions  and the pro group was also cr i t ic ized as being in 
favor  o f  a pres ident ial  system.
In fact ,  the pro group was not  in appreci a t i on of  a pres ident ial  
system in Turkey,  actual ly they were against  it. Mehmet  Al tan 
points  out  that :
The concept  of  Second Republ i c  has not hing to do wi th a 
pres ident ial  system.  In cont rary it is a proposa l  to make 
par l i ament  the real r epresenta t i ves  of  the Turki sh citizens.'*^
In addi t ion,  the pro group find it useless to elect  pres i dent s  by a 
universal  suf f rage indicat ing that  it will not  br ing democr a t i za t i on  to 
the count ry.  They are in favor  of  the supremacy of  the par l i ament  
and do not  want  a pres ident  who is not  in cont rol  o f  the legislat ive.
The Const i t ut i on
In Turkey,  the 1982 cons t i t ut ion has always been a cent er  of  
debate  and cri t icism.  The cons t i t ut ion was s t ruc tured by five 
general s  o f  the 1980 mil i tary intervent ion wi th the ass i s t ance  of  a 
consul t a t i ve  body formed by the bur eaucr a t s  and univers i ty 
professors .  But  di f ferent  from the 196 1 cons t i t u t i on,  this 
consul t a t i ve  body only funct ioned to give ideas when they were  
consul ted.  The deci s ions were mainly t aken by the Nat ional  Secur i ty 
Counci l  composed of  five general s .  The cons t i t u t i on provi ded 
res t r i c t ions  on pol i t ical  act ivi t ies o f  former  pol i t ical  l eaders  and 
some of  the pol i t icians.  They were banned from pol i t ics  for a per iod 
of  ten years.  In addi t ion,  the cons t i t ut ion i n t r oduced  highly
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res t r i ct ive provi s ions  on pol i t ical  act ivi t ies o f  t rade unions,  
associ at ions  and c o - ope r a t i ve s . ' ”^
Today in Turkey,  many segment s  of  the society are in favor  of  
cons t i t ut ional  changes .  The pro group who are in favor  of  a Second 
Republ i c  are also in favor  of  changi ng the cons t i t u t i ona l  law.
They point  out  that  all cons t i t ut ions  were done ei ther  by the 
mil i tary or under  their  cont rol  in Turkey,  hence did not  c reat ed a 
democra t i c  par l i amentary democracy.  Mehmet  Altan s tates that ;
All cons t i t ut ions  were made by the mi l i t a ry . Therefore ,  mi l i tary 
always had a posi t ion super ior  to the parl iaments."*
They bel ieve that  there is a necessi ty in Turkey to make a new 
const i t ut ion in order  to create  a democra t i c  regime.  This 
cons t i t ut ion in their  view shou.Ul be draf ted by the civi l ians and 
represent  the will o f  the ci t izens.  Mehmet  Al tan points  out  that ;
Second Republ i c  is a proposal  to r e -or gan i ze  the state 
s t ruc ture  to change it into a more democr a t i c  and pr oduc t i ve  
one with the consent  of  the ci t izens into this process . Thi s  can 
only be maintained by a new const i tut ion."^
Cri t i c i sms of  the Kemal i s t  Ideology
Mustafa  Kemal  Atatürk,  who has led the i ndependence  war  of  
Turkey after  the col lapse of  the Ot t oman Empi re  has also come out  
to be the i deol ogue  of  the new Turkish republ ic.  His wor ld view 
which he summar i zes  as reaching the democra t i c  and indust r ial  levels 
of  Western count r i es  later  on became the Quran of  Turki sh state  
e l i t e s . I n  Turkey,  to cr i t icize the Kemal i s t  wor ld view was a t aboo
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for a very long per iod of  t ime.  Moving away f rom tlie l ine which 
Ata türk had drawn was even a synonym for high t r eason.  The 
mi l i tary i n tervent ions  were  always done in the name of  secur i ng the 
regime that  Atatürk had created.
The c I' i t i c i s m s of  the pro group t owards  A t a t u r k ' s t ime,  
t owards  the first republ ic and its appl i cat ions  is a new phe nomenon  
in Turkey.  Thei r  main concern was to analyze the first  republ i c  and 
find out  its an t i - democra t i c  appl i ca t ions  in order  not  to make the 
same mistakes today.  Mehmet  Altan states that :
Our  aim is to analyze the 1923 regime in the 1990' s and renew 
the element s  that  does not  fit t odays  Tur key . The  recent  
devel opment s  in Turkish society,  can not  be explained with 
1923’s eli t ist  unders t andi ng. - '
They bel ieve that  the suppress ive nature of  the republ ic  in its early 
phases still cont inues  today and is an obs t acl e  against  
democra t i za t i on.  Mehmet  Altan explains  the s i tuat ion of
communi s t s ,  Kurds,  rel igious ci t izens and l iberals in Tur key in the 
1920's:
In the early years of  the republ ic the rel igious ci t i zens were  
under  great  pressures  as well  as communi s t s ,  minor i t y  gr oups  
and l iberal s .A communi s t  l eader  Mus tafa  Suphi  was ki l l ed.The  
minor i t i es  who fought  the i ndependence  war  a longs ide  with 
Turks  were  under  great  pressures .A well  known l iberal ,  Cavi t  
Bey was prosecut ed wi th the accusat ion of  being involved in 
the assass inat ion a t t empt  t owards  Atatürk in Izmir .
The impor t ance  of  thei r  cr i t ici sms lies in the fact  that  they are 
breaking the t aboos of  Turki sh society and opening the way for free 
cri t icism towards  Atatürk.
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3.2 THE ECONOMI C ASPECTS
There  are many economic  aspect s  as well as pol i t ical  ones that  
the pro group elaborat es  in the Second Republ i c  a rgument .  These  
can be grouped into two categor ies :  (1) A case for a small  s tate in
economi c  sphere,  and to pr ivat ize the State Economi c  Enterpr i ses .  
(2) To increase product ivi ty.
A Smal l  State
In the First hal f  of  the ninet eenth century Adam Smith and his 
fol lowers  developed the ut i l i tar ian school .  Thei r  aim was to 
maximize pleasure and minimize pain.  They cons t ruc t ed  a t heory in 
which a l imited state would al low ci t izens to run after  thei r  own 
interests .  They have created economic  individual i sm.
The group in appreci a t i on of  a Second Republ i c  are in favor  of  
the economic  theory of  Adam Smith.  They point  out  that  the s t rong 
role o f  the state in Turkey led to economic  underdeve l opment .  Cet in 
Altai! points  out  that  the first republ ic and its stat ist  pol icies has 
fai led to create  suff icient  r esources  and suff icient  cadres .
The first republ ic chose a mil i tary bar rack under s t and i ng  as an 
organi zat i on model .  In this model  bureaucra t s  ge t t i ng thei r  
salar ies from the budget  had to be loyal  subject s  to the 
s t a t e .Thi s  model  failed to create  the necessary r esources ,  which 
also paved the way to insuff icient  cadres  due to the scarci ty of  
avai lable funds .As a resul t  of  the mi l i tary bar r ack 
under s t andi ng  an economic  jump could not  be real ized. -^
45
Ther e for e  thei r  main cri t icism is di rected t owards  the stat i st
s t ruc ture  of  the economi c  system in Turkey.  Mel imet  Al tan point s  
out  that :
Turkey' s  problem lies in the stat ist  s t ruc ture  which is the root  
o f  the t hief  creat ing economy and i r r espons ible
s pendi ngs . Whoever  cont rol  the state banks,  t rade subsidies.  
State Economi c  Enterpr i ses ,  funds,  minist ry founda t i ons  can 
Hoove r  all the money the ci t izens have . Those  monies  are spent  
for pol i t ical  aims of  the mil i tary and civi l ian
bur eauc r acy . Those  pol i t ical  spe.ndings t akes Turkey away from 
economic  wisdom and make her poorer  day by day . The  first 
thing to be done should be the des t ruct ion of  this system.
Ther e for e  state domina t ion in economic  field should be minimized if
not  el iminated.  They bel ieve that  the compet i t i on env i r onment  of
capi tal i sm will br ing eff iciency and ef fect iveness  to Turki sh
economy.
In this stat i st  system State Economi c  Ente rpr i ses  were  formed 
in order  to create  a s t rong economic  inf ras t ructure .  They have 
funct ioned well  in the first  decades  of  the Turki sh republ ic,  and 
created the necessary inf ras t ructural  basis for the Turki sh economy.  
In this per iod sugar ,  cement  , steel  factor ies  were  set  up.  But  as 
t ime passed these SEE' s began to be fi lled by par t i zans  of  each 
pol i t ical  party who came to office.  The ove r - empl oyment  problem 
lead to low and ineff icient  pr oduct i on in these enterpr i ses .  The state 
has used its funds in order  to compensa t e  the defici t s  of  these 
enterpr i ses .
The pro group points out  that  these SEE' s  should be pr ivat i zed 
and the burden that  they create  on Turki sh economy should be 
removed.  Mehmet  Altan states that ;
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States pa t r onage  on economy is also an obs t acl e  against  a 
democra t i c  state s t r u c t u r e . In order  to stop this the s tate banks
and SEE' s  should be pr i va t i zed__the rules of  free marke t
economy should be appl ied and this stat i st  r obbery system 
should be ended.-*’
Product i v i t y
Due to the condi t i ons  stated above,  the pro group bel i eve that  
the Turki sh society did not become a product i ve  one.  In M eh met 
Al tan' s  view:
The system which was created by the first  republ i c  has 
di s t r ibuted the state funds,  to the ci t izens and helped to the 
creat ion of  lazy citizens.-^’
Therefore ,  they bel ieve that  the Turki sh state was formed of  lazy 
ci t izens which did not  help to increase the eff i ciency of  p r oduct i on  
in Turkey.  Eor example Gross Nat ional  Product  of  Norway is near ly 
equal  to that  of  Turkey,  wi th Norway having one tenth of  Turkey ' s  
populat ion.  (GNP of  Norway in bi l l ion $;64.44;  GNP of  Turkey in 
bi l l ion $:76.55).27
What  were  the reasons  for low product ivi ty?  In M eh met  
Al tan' s  view;
In I920' s ,  when the republ ic was procl a imed more  than 85 
percent  of  the populat ion were l iving in rural  a r eas . Today  the 
rural / urban rat io is still 48 to 5 1 which is not  enough to 
increase the GNP. The  rural  populat ion should be minimized in 
order  to catch the economic  levels o f  Western count r i es .
In thei r  view,  today,  Turkey is facing a t r ans format i on  crisis f rom a 
rural  society into an indust r ial  one.  The t r ans for mat i on  can not  be 
real ized by ineff icient  farming met hods  and subs idiz ing farmers.  In
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order  to i ncrease produc t i v i t y ( t he r e f or e  gross  nat ional  prod.uct) 
Cet in Altan s tates that:
I f  we are able to create  a product i on di scipl ine and pr oduce  for 
the wor ld market s  and integrat e  into them,  then we can 
cons ider  ourselves  successful . -^
3.3 FISCAL ASPECTS  
Tax Col l ect ion
In addi t ion to the stat ist  economic  s t ruc ture  and inef f icient  
pr oduct i on rates,  inabi l i ty of  tax col l ect ion also has a diverse effect  
on economic growth.
Most  o f  the Turki sh ci t izens other  than state off icial s and 
workers ,  do not  pay appropr i a t e  taxes.  Mehmet  Al tan s tates that ;
We do not pay our  t axes .Only one out  o f  four  ci t izen pay thei r  
t axes .The  state services are conduc t ed  by these t axes . Tax 
paying will give the ci t izens to cont rol  the state and ask for 
services in r e t urn.Thi s  would enlarge the democr a t i c  char ac t e r  
of  the regime,  and individuals  will feel themselves  as the 
ci t izens of  Turki sh state.
3.4 THE SOCI AL ASPECTS
In addi t ion to the cr i t ici sms which the pro group b r ough t  to 
pol i t ical  and economi c  aspect s  of  the Turki sh republ ic,  they have 
also cri t ici sms t owards  the social  s t ruc ture  o f  the exi s t ing republ ic.  
Thei r  cr i t ici sms are twofold:  ( l ) T h e  cr i t ici sms t owards  educa t i on
system.  (2)The  cri t ici sms t owards  heal th system.
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The Educat i on System
The educa t i on system was a fai lure in ' I 'urkey accor d i ng  to 
Cet in Altan:
Due to the l imited resources ,  the educa t i on system and its
ou t come  proved to be well  behind civi l ized count r i es . As  a
resul t  of  an underdeve l oped  educat ion system it was not  
possible to create  human resources  and hence cadres.^'
In the pro group' s  opinion,  for several  years,  the mental i ty of  
the educat ion was di rected towards  educa t i ng official  minded cadres  
for bureaucracy.  While the world is being shaked wi th f reedom
movement s ,  the Turkish educat ion system funct ioned as a robot
factory.  They fur ther  add that ,  outdat ed data is used at school s  wi th 
official  pr opaganda  and t herefore  individuals  with cri t ical  t hought  
and research skills are not  created.  Student s  are t aught  not  to
debate  but  to accept  what ever  they are told.
They conclude that  if this under s t and i ng  of  obeying 
bureaucra t s  is not  changed,  it is not  possible to create  individual s  
which can compete  in the wor ld markets .  Mehmet  Altan s tates that :
A new and a modern educat ion law will enable us to change  the 
whole  wor ld view of  the society t owards  a progress  or i ent ed 
one . I f  Turkey wants  to break the chains of  being a rural  
society with a nat ional  i ncome of  $ 2000 per capi ta,  it has to 
dest roy the present  educat ion system and put  an a l t ernat ive
one. 32
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The  Ilea 11 h Sy s t e in
riie pro group have less comment s  on the heal th system in 
Turkey wlien compared  to oil ier aspect s  that  have been ment i oned 
earl ier .
They point  out  that  the heal th services were mainly placed in 
big ci t ies and the ci t izens who were l iving in rural  areas  cannot  
benef i t  f rom this heal th system.  Mehmet  Altan s tates that :
The heal th services were  organi zed only in big ci t ies for the
use of  a ha n dfu 1 of  state o f f i c i a 1 s .
In thei r  opinion there is a need for a change in the heal th law 
as well ,  and heal th services should be widened all t hrough Turkey.
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CHAPTER 4
AGAI NST A SECOND REPUBLI C
In the previous  cl iapter the ideas of  the first group who were  
in favor  of  a second republ ic in Turkey were presented.  Wi th the 
rise of  Second Republ i c  arguments ,  some authors ,  pol i t ical  scient i s t s  
, and pol i t i cians began to comment  on the idea of  a Second Republ i c.  
Thei r  main concern was to preserve the Kemal i s t  republ i c  and its 
foundat ions .  In fact  dur ing Turki sh pol i t ical  hi story this anti  gr oup 
has always been in favor  of  reforms in the f r amewor k  of  a Kemal i s t  
unders t andi ng  in which the r evolut ionary ideals should always be 
kept  alive.  They have not  been against  change,  but  the rise o f  the 
Second Republ i c  a rgument s  had made them suspicious  in several  
aspects.  With the proposal ,  they began to show doubt s  especial ly on 
preservat ion of  secular i sm and uni tary state s t ruc ture  in Turkey.  
They do not  bel ieve that  the cadres  exis t ing in Turkey can 
accompl i sh such reforms.  The anti  group belongs  to the 
under s t andi ng  in which Kemal ism has become a synonym for  social  
democracy,  even social ism.  Therefore ,  anti group does not  bel ieve 
in the good will of  the first group which they blame to have diver t ed 
from Marxi sm to l iberal i sm.  In this chapter  the main aim will be to 
clarify the ideas o f  the anti group and try to find simi lar i t i es  and 
di f ferences  between the first and the anti group on the idea of  the 
Second Republ ic.
4.1 THE POLI TI CAL ASPECTS  
A Fii i ictioi i iuE Parliai i ici it
The anti  group gives a di f ferent  meaning to tlie word republ i c  
than the first group.  In tlieir opinion a republ ic is the rule o f  the 
people  by thei r  will. The sovereigni ty of  the masses on deci s ion 
making processes  is very impor tant .  Mumcu states that:
A republ ic is the admini s t ra t ion of  the ci t izens.  Are the 
ci t izens sovereign or not ,  this should be the ques t ion.  For  
example,  do the worker s  have t rade union r ights? Do civil 
servant s  have the right  to st r ike? Are t rade unions  and wor ke r s  
al lowed to par t i cipate  in state admini s t r a t ion t hr ough pol i t ical  
part ies? Do they have the r ight  to have ideological  pr efe rences  
and to get  freely organized?  Is the j udic i ary i ndependent  and 
universi t i es  de-cent ra l i zed?  These are impor t ant .  If  they could 
not  have been real ized and not  to be real ized in the future,  
then it is nonsense  to numera t e  republ ics  as 1 , 2 ,  3, 4, 5 and it 
would make no improvement s  on the solut ion of  the p r ob l em. '
Therefore ,  as we can unders t and from Mumcu' s  s t a t ement ,  the 
anti  group gives more emphasi s  on worker s  r ights and t rade unions  
whi le ment ioning pol i t ical  sovereigni ty.  In fact  on pol i t ical
sovereignty aspect  they are not  fol lowing the ideas of  John Locke.  
They give more i mpor t ance  to the common good of  the society when 
compared to individual i sm of  the Lockean school  o f  t hought .  Whi le 
asking the ques t ions  above,  Mumcu tries to point  out  to the problems 
which he sees vital for future democra t i za t i on  process .  Ther e for e ,  
the anti  group cri t icizes the first group that  they do not  give 
suff icient  impor t ance  to the workers  wor ld,  and being only interes t ed 
in the r ights o f  the rich.  In anti  groups  opinion the previous  should 
have the first  place if a change had to be under t aken  in the future.
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The Debates  over Mi l i tary Potency
As it was ment i oned in tlie previous  cl iapter,  tlie first  g r oup 
bel ieves that  the reason of  the fai lure of  the Turki sh republ i c  is due 
to its s t ruc ture  which was formed by the mil i tary.  In thei r  opinion if 
a civi l ian r e -organi za t i on  of  the state is real ized,  Turkey then can 
move t owards  a democra t i c  republ ic.  The anti  group cr i t ic izes  the 
first  on this aspect  as well.  The anti group is against  the idea which 
gives mil i tary a separa t ed and i ndependent  posi t ion in the Turki sh 
republ ic and always view it as a power  center  host i le t owards  civi l ian 
government s .  The anti group accept s  that ,  the mi l i tary in Turkey has 
been host i le t owards  civi l ian government s  from t ime to t ime in the 
name of  wes t erni za t ion or t aking the society forward.  Ates states 
that:
Did the mil i tary with col l abora t ion o f  some enl i ghe t ened  
intel lectual s  forced the ci t izens to accept  the changes  put  
forward?  The answer  of  this quest ion is a yes. But  here we 
need to ask another  quest ion.  If  these enfor cement s  were  not  
done would Turkish society be in a bet t er  condi t i on?  Would it 
be a democra t i c  state where  human r ights are respec t ed?  The 
answer  to this quest ion is cer tainly,  no.^
The anti group agrees to the idea that  the mi l i tary in Turkey 
had taken many suppress ive and coercive  measures .  But  in thei r  
opinion that  has never  become an obs tacle  against  democr a t i za t i on  in 
Turkey.  Rather ,  it has created the basis for it.
Anot her  aspect  related to the mil i tary which the anti  gr oup 
quest ions  is the inf luence of  the mil i tary in the format ion of  the 
Turki sh republ ic.  In the first group' s  opinion,  in 1923,  the republ i c  
was formed by the mil i tary and,  in fact ,  it was always s t r uc t ur ed  by
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it after  each mil i tary i ntervent ion.  The anti group di sagrees  wi th 
them.  Ates states that:
On histor ical  scene we can observe tliat all the s tates were  
formed by mil i tary around the wor ld like England,  France,  
Uni ted States.^
Therefore ,  they bel ieve that  the cri t ici sms of  the first gr oup t owards  
mi l i tary in this aspect  are not  valid.  In thei r  opinion,  mi l i tary can be 
helpful  in the deve l opment  processes  of  count r i es .  In this point  they 
are paral lel  with Samuel  P. Hunt ington.  Hunt i ngton s tates that ;
In all these cases,  (Egypt  under  Mohammad Ali, the 
e ighteenth-  and ninet eenth-  century Ot t oman Empi re,  and Meiji  
Japan)  intense early effor t s at moder ni za t i on  occured in the 
mil i tary field,  and the a t t empts  to adopt  Eur opean  weapons ,  
tact ics,  and organizat ion led to the moder n i za t i on  of  o ther  
inst i tut ions in society. ' '
Ates gives the example of  ¡960 mil i tary i nt e rvent i on as a 
progress ive  intervent ion which created 196 1 cons t i t u t i on (a l iberal  
one).  As a resul t ,  they bel ieve that  mi l i tary should not  be j udged 
wi thout  cons ider ing thei r  pluses and minuses proper ly.
The anti  group also bel ieve that ,  Turki sh republ i c  was not  
formed by the mil i tary but it was formed by the will of  the people.  
Tanor  states that:
The state was not formed by the mil i tary,  but it was formed by 
the Grand Nat ional  Assembly (in 23 Apri l  1920 there was even 
not  a proper  army).  The civi l ian assembly was the only 
r epresenta t ive  of  the sovereigni ty r ight  of  the ci t izens.  The 
nat ional  i ndependence  war  was succeded by a civi l ian 
government  under  the cont rol  of  the assembly.  The republ i c  
was pr omulga t ed also by a civi l ian organ;  the assembly. ·“'
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S e c u l a r i s m
The anti group have many doubt s  on the issue of  secular i sm.  
They bel ieve that  a l iberat ion movement  on this mat t er  may risk the 
exi s tence of  the Turki sh republ ic.  The reason for thei r  doubt  is due 
to the suppor t  which rel igious fundamenta l i s t s  give to the second 
republ ic idea.  The rel igious fundemanta l i s t s  are in favor  o f  a second 
republ ic which shar ia would be the guide for s tate affairs.
In addi t ion to the shar ia danger ,  t here is also the a r gument s  of  
Ozal  in which he adresses  rel igious groups  to take part  in the regime 
which he wants  to create  in the future.
Secular i sm in anti group' s  opinion had an i mpor t ant  role in 
Turkey in shaping the rel igious bel iefs of  the ci t izens.  However ,  
state cont rol l ed rel igious affai rs by the Diyane t  i s l er i  B a s k a u l i g i , 
had always been an obstacle  against  secular i sm in its real sense.  
Secular i sm forsees that  every ci t izen is free to worship in the manner  
he wants  to and state has no r ight  to inter fere.  In addi t ion every 
rel igion is we l come by the state and all oppor t uni t i es  should be given 
to its bel i evers  to pract ice thei r  rel igious dut ies.
The anti  group bel ieve that  with the decl ara t i on of  a second 
republ ic in Turkey,  the secular  Kemal is t  f oundat i ons  will d i s sappear  
from the content  of  the republ ic and shar ia will be valid in every 
aspect  of  the life. Cemal  states that :
When the republ ic formed by At a türk is r epl aced wi th the 
second one,  there would be no need to talk about  Atatürk 
anymore ,  and in addi t ion the fundemanta l  ideals of  him,  
begining from secular i sm will be dis- regarded.*’
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Cemal ' s  s t a tement  ment ioned above suppor t s  the view that ,  the .anti 
group is in fear of  a sharia clanger. This fear can also be clue to the 
dis t rust  towards  r ight ist  pol i t icians and j ourna l is t s  who has always 
been viewed by the anti group as serving the in te res t s  o f  the 
imperial is t  western countr ies .
The anti group mainly bel ieve that  rel igion and rel igious  
concepts  can easily be exploi ted by some interes t  g roups  and the 
ci t izens who are t rue bel ievers can be exploi ted in this manner .  
MumcLi points  out that:
A Kemalis t  is a person who is against  the explo i ta t ion  of  
rel igion and sacred beliefs as a commercial  g o o d . ’
Therefore ,  the fear of  sharia,  shapes the ideas of  the anti group  on 
the secular ism aspect .  In their  opinion,  Islam can c rea te  de-
po l i t i za t i on . Or even the worse,  it could create  rel igious
fundamenta l i s t  movements  against  the exis tence  of  the Kemal is t  
Republ ic.  This fear is an obstacle  against  democ ra t i za t i on  in 
Turkey.  This fear can only be overcome by having a t rust  in 
democracy  and its inst i tut ions.
Rule of  Law
In Turkey,  there has always been doubts  on the exis tence  of  a 
rule of  law. Rule of  law ideally guaran t ees  the f reedom,  secur i ty  and 
equal i ty of  the ci t izens.  With the r ecogni t ion  o f  these three 
fundamenta l  r ights by state and laws, the ci t izens take thei r  places at 
the center  of  polit ics.  These r ights are pro t ec ted  by state  and laws
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and tliey can not be violated in a state wliere rule of  law pr inciple  is 
appl icable.
In Turkey,  there has always been doubts  on the issue of  
whe ther  Turkey was a rule of  law state or not.  Both the second and 
first groups  think that  the concept  of  the rule of  law has not  been 
consol ida ted  in Turkey and there is a need to establ ish it. Both 
groups  agree that  dur ing mil i tary in te rvent ions ,  many j ourna l is t s ,  
pol i t icians and ci t izens were put into pr isons and were tor tu r ed .
However ,  the anti group views the mat ter  in a d i f ferent  
manner .  They point  out that  the first group does not  have an 
or iginal  idea on this mat ter  because for many years these ideas were 
defended by the anti group with all the consequences  it had created.  
The anti group accuses the first group o f  being oppor tun i s t i c  on the 
gr o u n d  that ,  t oday it is easy to defend t hese i deas,  wi t h o u t  havi ng 
the r i sk o f  to be put into pr i s on or be tor tured.
The anti group as presented earl ier ,  are against  a pr imi t ive  and 
a wild l iberal ism,  in which the well being of  the individual  comes 
pr ior  to the societal  goods.  There fore ,  the first  group ' s  ideas are an 
extension of  individual  l iberal ism of  John Locke.  As a resul t  the anti 
group bel ieves that  Turkey does not  need a second republ ic  it should 
be a state where  rule of  law is sovereign in every aspect  o f  life.**
De-Central i zat ion
The views of  the anti group on de -cen t ra l i za t ion  is also shaped 
by fear. In their  opinion,  a move towards  a federat ive  s t ruc tu re  and 
de-cen t ra l i za t ion  in Turkey is the idea of  Kurdish ext reme 
nat ional is ts .  The anti group bel ieve that  with the r ights given to
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local,  federal  governments ,  can resul t  with the d i s - in tegra t ion  of  
Turkey.  Mumcu points out  that;
The federat ion model  put forward by Kurdish nat ional i s t s  
coincides  with the demands to change the rank of  Head of  
General  s taf f  in an American unders tand ing  prented as a move
towards  civil soc i e ty__again,  in order  to increase  the inf luence
and power  o f  local adminis t ra t ions  we do not need to copy 
rules and regula t ions  from United States.  The clues for this 
exist  in 1921 cons t i tut ion.  1921 cons t i tu t ion has b rought  local 
e lected " vilayet  suralari  " for two years.  This system did not  
work.  One way to make local adminis t ra t ions  as ef fect ive  as 
the par l iament  is to re-emphasize  1921 constitution.' -^
The main concern of  the anti group is to avoid imper ial is t  
inf luences on Turkish polit ics.  The posi t ion of  the all ied powers  in 
the first  world war against  the Ot toman empire,  the secret  t reat ies  
they signed between them in order  to divide Turkey and thei r  
imperial is t ic  aims also adds to their  fear.  They bel ieve that  since 
World War 1 the West  has never  gave up their  aim of  dividing 
Turkey.  In their  opinion the west  is not  in favor of  a powerful  
Turkey in the region because of  their  imperial is t ic  ideals.
There fore ,  the anti group finds it dangerous  even to talk about  
de -cent ra l i za t ion  and a federat ive  r e -organiza t i on  in Turkey.
A second view presented by the anti group on de -cen t ra l i za t ion  
can be best summarized in Turkcan ' s  words:
If  the idea of  a federat ion in Anatol ia  is not an i n te rnat ional  
pol i t ical  t rick in order  to establ ish an i ndependen t  Kurdish 
state,  it can not be rat ional .  In an era of  d i s- in tegrat ion  of  
federal ism it does not seem possible.  In order  to establ ish a 
federat ion,  there ought  to be a weak per iphery sur rounded  with 
a s t rong economic  center .  If these condi t ions  are sat isf ied an 
imperial is t  state will be born.  However ,  Turkey is ne i ther  
powerful  enough to be an imperial is t  count ry  nor  weak enough
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to be a satel l i te.  If Turkey in the future has the pol i t ical  power  
and technology,  then the idea o f  a federat ion may be rat ional . '*’
Finally,  we can conclude  that ,  the ideas of  the anti g roup on 
de- cen t ra l i za t ion  in Turkey is mainly shaped by fear and dis t rust  
towards  western countr ies .  With the economic  advancemen t  in the 
future,  Turkey can debate de-cen t ra l i za t ion  and federal ism ideas 
wi thout  fear of  being divided.
Pres ident ia l  System
The first group was clear  in their  opinion in suppor t ing  a 
par l i amentary  democracy not a pres ident ial  system. In the meant ime 
some journal i s t s  announced Ozal ' s ideas on pres ident ia l  system under  
the heading of  Second Republ ic.  .This created a confus ion among the 
anti group.  However  the anti group has i n te rpre t ed  Ozal ' s  view as 
belonging to the first group and cri t icized it.
The anti group is against  a pres ident ia l  system in Turkey.  In 
their  opinion this is another  example of  the inf luence o f  American 
imperial ism.  Their  cri t icism is mainly di rected towards  Ozal.  Selcuk 
points  out  that;
Ozal is planing an i ndependence  p lan  for Turkey.  What  is this 
plan? 1) One man as the execut ive,  2) The ministers  will be 
elected out of  the par l iament ,  3) Double  bal lot  e lect ion system, 
4) The assembly will only legislate and one man execut ive  
would have the right  to veto these laws,  5)Local  
admins t ra t ions  will be s t rengthened.  This is very similar  to the 
pres ident ia l  system of  United S ta t e s . "
According  to the anti group ' s  opinion,  pres ident ia l  system and 
federal  s t ruc ture  in United States enables the func t ioning  of
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democracy  in its own manner .  In their  view it was a resul t  of. the 
histor ical  development  of  United States.  Therefor e ,  pres ident ia l  
system is not  sui table for Turkey because it has gone  t hrough  a 
di f ferent  histor ical  format ion.  In their  opinion a pres ident ia l  system 
can only bring dic ta torship  to Turkey like the ones in Lat in America.
In democra t ic  t radi t ion there are di f ferent  systems for 
govermenta l  format ions .  In Turkey,  par l i amentary  democ ra t ic  
system was adopted in which the government  is responsible  to the 
assembly.  The wish of  the first group was to re - emphas i ze  
par l i amentary  control  on the governments  rather  than a pres ident ia l  
system. Therefor e  we can conclude  that ,  the ideas o f  the first and 
the anti group are in paral lel  with each other  on the issue o f  the 
pres ident ial  system.
The Const i tut ion
As it was ment ioned in the previous  chapter ,  the mil i tary 
in te rvent ion of  1980 and the cons t i tu t ion it p romulga ted  has led to 
many arguments  in Turkey.  The first group as well as the anti group 
are both against  the 1982 cons t i tu t ion and the rules it b rough t  to the 
Turkish poli t ical  and daily life.
Since its promulga t ion,  the anti group has always cr i t ic ized the 
cons t i tu t ion as conta ining ant i -democra t ic  clauses.  Thei r  main 
cri t icisms towards  the 1982 cons t i tu t ion were especial ly on human 
r ights and workers '  r ights issues.
The anti group as well as the first  one bel ieve in the necessi ty 
to change the 1982 cons t i tut ion.  They claim that  there is a need for 
a new const i tut ion.  In anti group ' s  opinion in order  to improve  the
61
working  condi t ions  and basic riglits of  the worke rs  this is· an 
indispensable  necessi ty.  Mumcu states that:
I f  this cons t i tu t ion and related laws do not  change ,  t rade 
unions and workers  associat ions  will not  be able to merge  with 
social  democra t ic  p a r t i e s . ’^
The main problem then,  according  to anti group is to s t regthen  
the posi t ion of  the working  classes and the social  democ ra t ic  
movement  in Turkey.  ' fhey principal ly bel ieve that  the 198 1 
cons t i tu t ion has dest royed the leftist  movement  in Turkey and there 
exists a need for re-vi tal izat ion of  the left and the t rade  union 
movements .  Mumcu points out that:
1982 cons t i tu t ion,  was used as a power  against  t rade union 
movements .  Col lect ive bargaining was prohibi ted  by the new 
laws of  the 1982 cons tut i t ion.  Col lect ive  barga in ing  system had 
lost its power  and rural union movement s  had almost  
vanished.
In addi t ion to the views o f  the anti group on cons t i t u t ion ,  in 
which they have emphasized,  workers  and t rade union rights.  
Pres ident  Demirel  has also made some comment s  on the 
cons t i tu t iona l  changes which the first  group foresees.  He pointed 
out  that:
There  is a need to' change the 1982 cons t i tu t ion  from top to 
bot tom.  Turkey is a state with par l i amentary  democracy  in 
which the representa t ives  of  the ci t izens checks  the 
government .  If  the aim of  second republ ic  is to get  rid o f  the 
1982 cons t i tu t ion and the regime it c reated,  and move t owards  
democracy,  then in my opinion it is useless to put  numbers  on 
the republic.
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As a conclusion we can observe a consensus  in Turkey on. the 
issues related to cons t i tut ion.  All agree that  the cons t i t u t ion  has to 
be changed t owards  a more democra t ic  one.
Defei idi i i2 the Kemal is t  Idcoloev
The anti group is very sensi t ive to the cr i t ic isms t owards  
Atatürk and his regime.  They find themselves  purely Kemal is t  and 
find the others  as enemies of  Kemalism.
The anti group is against  the ideas in which Ata türk  is viewed 
as a tota l i tar ian dic ta tor  by the first group.  In their  opinion he was 
not  a dic ta tor  and all through his life he tried to conso l ida te  a 
democrat i c  republ ic  in Turkey.  Savci points  out that:
Atatürk created a n on- tota l i t a r i an  democrat ic  republ ic.  He 
bel ieved that  the future of  the nat ion can only be dete rmined 
by its ci t izens own will. '^
In their opinion if Atatürk did not  exist,  the level o f  
democracy  reached in Turkey would be poor  and Turkey would be 
thrown into the darkness  of  middle ages.  In Erdem's  opinion:
Atatürk and his fr iends has created the Turkish state in which 
the popular  sovereigni ty  of  the nat ion,  the sepera t ion  of  
rel igion from science,  con t i nuous  move towards  change,  
rat ional ism and nat ional  unity were the basis of  the regime.  
The above stated condt ions  prove that  he was not  point ing to a 
res t r i c t i ve -au thor i t ar ian  regime but aiming to c reate  a 
democrat i c ,  con temporary  society. '*’
The anti group also emphasises  that ,  the fai lure o f  real isat ion 
of  these ideals can not  be the fault  of  Atatürk.  They also bel ieve
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that  these handicaps  can only be overcome by fol lowing the path .that 
Ata türk  has drawn.
4.2 THE ECONOMIC ASPECTS  
A Small  State
The ideological  preferences  of  the anti group,  and the role they 
have given to the state is very impor tant  in shaping their  views on 
reducing the state ' s  role in economic  life. The anti group comes 
closer  to a more Rousseauean unders tand ing  while giving an 
impor tant  role to the state.  In their  point  of  view, the state  should 
create  equal  oppor tuni t ies  for individuals and set a l iving s t andard  
for them. They are against  capi tal ism,  and paral lel  with Rousseauean  
school  o f  thought ,  they talk about  large poli t ical  and social  costs  of  
modern free market  societ ies.
The anti groups '  ideas are mainly shaped by the answers  they 
give to the first group.  First  of  all, the first  group bel ieve that  the 
stat ist  pol icies of  the 1930's were a necessi ty for those years because  
of  the enforcement  of  the condi t ions .  Mumcu states that:
The stat ist  pol icies of  1930s were born because of  the special  
condi t ions  of  the period and they were t emporary .  Today no 
one is defending the stat ist  pol icies of  one party rule o f  1930s. 
But the stat ism of  1930s created the i nf ras t ruc tur e  for Turkish 
economy and were very succesful l  in real is ing this task. '^
In their  view, today there is no capi tal is t  e conomy in the world 
that  the state does not  have an intervent ion.  In their  opinion the 
impor t ance  should be given to the purpose  and the method o f  the 
state in tervent ion.
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They also bel ieve that  statism is not old fashioned and it is not  
a must  to pr ivat ise  every state economic  enterpr i se .  The anti  groups  
main aim is to create  a system in which the state creates  a minimum 
living s tandard for its ci t izens.  They do not bel ieve that  a smal ler  
state in economic  life can solve economic  problems o f  a given 
country.  In their  opinion the decl ining role of  the s tate  makes the 
problems more complex.  Cagan points  out that;
In United States and Western hemisphere ,  the di rec t ion of  the 
winds of  change has diver ted in 1990s. In 1990s, Uni ted States  
and countr ies  which apply l ibe ra l -monet ar i s t  pol icies has began 
to face s tagnat ion The unemployment  rates has rised 
enormously.  These were all done in the name of  decl in ing the 
role of  the state.  In United States with the decreases  in taxes 
the budget  defici t  has enlarged and on the other  hand the 
economy began to face a foreign t rade defici t .  In the per iod 
the i n c o me  i n e qu a l i t i e s  in the s oc i et y has increased.'*^
The anti group bel ieves that  the fall of  pres ident  George  Bush 
in United States and the rise of  Bill Cl inton was due to this l iberal-  
monetar i s t  pol icies and the ci t izens have shown that  they do not  
approve  them. They point  out  that  Cl inton' s  pol i t ical  measures ,  
which re-emphasi ses  the role of  the state and social  j us t ice  has 
brought  his poli t ical  victory in the elect ions.
There fore ,  the anti group points  out  that ,  what  has to change  
in Turkey is the 24th January monetary  policies.  Cagan points  out  
that;
In the light of  the changes in the world,  what  has to change  in 
Turkey is the 24th January pol icies applied after  1980 and still 
cont inues  today.  While some count r ies  which have over 
$20,000 nat ional  income per capi ta  are moving towards  social
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state ideal and regula t ing economy pol i t ics,  Turkey should not  
move towards  the opposi te  and apply old fashioned pol icies. ' ^
In Turkey,  every segment  of  the society is well  aware  o f  the 
fact that  the State Economic  Ent erpr i s es (SEE)  are not  f unc t ioning  
in the manner  they have to. They are always in defici t  and they can 
not  catch up with the tools and tecniques  o f  the con t empora ry  
economic  world.  Through decades  they have become en te rpr ises  
which the par t izans  of  the rul ing party were placed in. This has 
created the over  employment  problem which added to the 
ineff iciency of  the establ ishments .
The anti group differs from the first in the way they i n te rpr et e  
the posi t ions of  the SEE's.  I 'hey bel ieve that  the SEE's which are 
funct ioning  in favor of  ci t izens should be kept  alive.  They also add 
that  they do not want  SEE's to be closed down,  which would be very 
cost ly both economical ly(s ince  many workers  would loose thei r  jobs)  
and social ly.  Instead of  closing them down,  they bel ieve that  it 
could be bet ter  if they funct ion as pr ivate  sector  enterpr i ses .  
Turkcan points out that;
I f  they want  to sell all of  the SEE's,  they can. They also can 
create  fifty more of  them.But ,  I am not  in favor  o f  
pr ivat izat ion.  In my opinion the SEE's should be adminis tered  
like pr ivate firms and if they fail they should be closed down 
like the ones in the private sec tor . -“
The anti group bel ieves that  if the SEE's funct ion proper ly,  
they could brake the dominat ion o f  both internal  and external  
monopol ies .  This is very impor tant  in their  view because.
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funct ioning SEE's would be a power  against  imper ial ism and be· the 
defender  of  social  just ice  in the country.
Product iv i tv
The anti group do not pay much a t t ent ion on product iv i t y  in 
product ion .  As it was ment ioned ear l ier  they only give impor t ance  
to their  a rgument  that  the economic  backwardness  of  Turkey was not 
a resul t  of  the pol icies of  the Kemalist  regime.  They bel ieve that  in 
the 1930's it was necessary to fol low stat ist  pol icies.  Otherwise ,  an 
industr ial  i nf ras t ruc ture  would not bé created in Turkey.  The re fo r e  
as opposing  to the first the anti group does not  find Kemal is t  
economic  policies as fai lures.
Due to their  ideological  preferences  the anti group is a lways 
on the side of  the workers .  They believe that  improving the l iving 
s tandar t s  of  the workers  is more impor tant  than increas ing 
product ivi ty.
3.3 THE FISCAL ASPECTS  
Tax Col lect ion
On the tax col lect ion issue, the first and the anti groups  have 
similar ideas.  They both bel ieve that  the Turkish tax col lec t ion 
system is not an eff icient  one.
The anti group points out  that  the taxes are only given by the 
state officials and ordinary ci t izens.  In their  view the indust r ia l i s ts  
and capi tal is ts  of  the country do not  pay their  taxes proper ly.  The 
government  fails to col lect  taxes.  As a resul t  the burden is on the 
shoulders  of  the workers ,  state officials and small businessmen.
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In their  opinion this cor rupt  tax col lec t ion system in Turkey is 
in favor  o f  the rich and against  the poor  and should be changed  as 
soon as possible.  This will diminish the social  injus t ices  in the 
communi ty  and also improve the l iving s tandard of  the masses.
4.4 THE SOCIAL ASPECTS  
The Education System
The anti group cri t icises the educat ion system from t ime to 
t ime. Thei r  main concern is on the 1982 cons t i tu t ion which in thei r  
opinion has created an an t i -democra t ic  env i ronment  in the 
educat ional  system.
With the creat ion of  the Higher  Board of  Educat ion  (HBE) ,  
univers i ty pres idents  began to be appointed by HBE instead o f  being 
elected by the universi ty members.  The will of  the academic i ans  
were no more represented.  This has been cri t ic ised by the anti  group 
very severely. - '
With the cons t i tut ional  law numbered 1402 many academic ians  
were dismissed from univers i t ies  with the accusi t ion o f  engaging  in 
ext reme poli t ical  movements .  In anti groups  opinion this became an 
obstacle  towards  academic life, because in their  view many good  
academicians  were dismissed from univers i t ies  and also many left the 
universi t ies.  Their  cri t icisms towards  the 1402 clause has lost 
momentum with the dismissal  of  the law and the return o f  most  o f  
the academicians  to their  posts.
The anti group have also cri t icised the 1982 cons t i t ut ion  on 
the law it b rought  on high school  educat ion,  in which rel igious 
lessons became compulsory for all s tudents .  In their  opinion this
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was very dangerous  for the preservat ion of  the secular  §tate 
unde rs tand ing  in Turkey.
The Health System
The anti group do not have specific views on the heal th system in 
Turkey.  Deducing from their  other  ideas on state  individual  
relat ions,  they are in favor of  a heal th system in which the ord inary  
ci t izen should be offered medical  services free by the state.  This is 
paral lel  with their  Rousseauean unders tand ing  of  the role o f  the state 
set ing a l iving s tandard for its ci t izens.
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C H A P T E R  5
C O N CL U S ION
The Second Republ ic  arguments  in Turkey can be cons ider ed  as 
the resul t  of  effor ts  in Turkey to establ ish a l iberal  democra t i c  
t hought  t radi t ion;  i.e. a l iberal democracy  in a Western sense with 
all of  its ins t i tut ions  and appl icat ions .
The pro group are the ones who opt for a l iberal  capi ta l i s t  
society in Turkey.  They are more individual  or iented in a Lockean  
sense.  They bel ieve that  the individuals should be super io r  when 
compared to the state.  They bel ieve that  there is a need for a new 
social  con t r ac t  to make ci t izens the owner  o f  the state.  The s tate 
should not interfere  into the private lives o f  its ci t izens.  In a
Rousseauean manner ,  the pro group gives the state the responsibi l i ty 
of  making the cit izens'  lives easier.  They emphasize  l iberal
democrat iza t i on  against  republ ican features  o f  the Turkish regime.
The con group ' s  ideas carry more Rousseauean  elements .  They 
are against  capi tal ism,  because in their  opinion it creates  inequal i t ies  
in the society.  The second group bel ieves that  a modera te  equal i ty 
of  proper ty  would lead everyone to live a more human life ( the
emphasis  is given mainly to the work ing  class).  They give more
impor tance  to the common good of  the society when compared  to 
individual ism of  the Lockean school  o f  thought .  On the o ther  side,  
they highl ight  the majori t ies  will in a Lockean sense.  The power  to 
make or unmake  a government  should lie in the hands of  the ci t izens.  
When cons ider ing the issue of  republ ic versus democracy,  they are in
favor  of  a more republ ican society in which the role of  the main 
ins t i tut ions  defending the unity of  the state and secularisrh are of  
impor tance .
Both views find their  phi losophical  foundat ions  in the Lockean 
and Rousseauean views on democracy applied to the speci f ic  case of  
Turkey.  However ,  due to their  ideological  d i f ferences ,  thei r  
reasoning  is in line with di fferent  views of  these two phi losophers .  
The main features  of  Second Republ ic  argument  are put forward by 
the pro group.  The pro group is more Lockean,  because  they are 
propos ing  changes  that  are di f ferent  from the egal i tar ian poli t ical  
cul ture  of  Turkey.  They have cri t icized the exist ing regime on 
pol i t ical ,  economical ,  fiscal and social  grounds  and tr ied to put  
a l ternat ive  approaches  to them. In a way they are ques t ioning  the 
be l ief  system of  the masses.  For  the pro group,  the most  impor tant  
pol i t ical  issues are,  a funct ioning democracy,  mili tary potency,  and 
secularism.' ,) On the other  hand,  the con group mainly cri t ic ized the 
ideas of  the pro group in the name of  preserving the exist ing regime.  
The con group give emphasis to secularism,  de-cent ra l i sa t ion ,  
pres ident ia l  system and educat ion.
The pro group bel ieves that  a funct ioning par l iament  in which,  
ci t izens will exercise their  sovereignty,  r ights and check the acts of  
the government  is a necessary t ransformat ion  towards
democra t iza t i on .  In their  opinion,  the par l iament  in Turkey never  
funct ioned as it ought  to have in a democrat i c  country.  Therefore ,  
they bel ieve that  it is necessary for ci t izens to take thei r  part  in the 
rul ing process  in order  to give birth to democracy in Turkey.  The 
con group ' s  ideas on the same issue is quite different .  They
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i nterpreted the pro group as being the fol lowers  of  Turgut  Ozal on 
this issue, which is extremely wrong.  Ozal had been in favor  of  a 
pres ident ial  system in Turkey,  whereas  the pro group have 
emphasized the necessi ty of  a par l i amentary  democracy  in a 
European sense.
The two groups seems to agree on the probab l e  p o t en cy  o f  the 
mi l i t ary  issue. The three mili tary in tervent ions  of  1960, 1971 and 
1980 have been obstacles to the democrat i za t ion  process  in Turkey.  
The ci t izens suffered very much from the measures exercized by 
these intervent ions .  During these intervent ions ,  the democra t ic  
r ights and obl igat ions were suspended by the mili tary off icials and 
suppress ive measures  were exercized upon individuals.  Therefor e ,  
both groups are against  mili tary intervent ions .
The pro group claims that ,  the Turkish state was formed by the 
mili tary and this became an obstacle  against  the format ion of  a 
democrat i c  republ ic  in Turkey.  T h e  con group disagrees with this 
view. In their  opinion,  the role of  the mil i tary in the format ion of  
the Turkish state has been helpful  in the consol idat ion of  democrat i c  
i n s t i t u t i ons . '
Turkey is the only example of  a secular  state in the ent i re 
Islamic world.  Both groups have presented views on secular ism in 
Turkey.  The views of  the pro group are shaped in a o r t hodox
Lockean unders tanding.  Accordingly,  no one has the r ight  to 
interfere  into the private lives of  the individuals.  One of  the core 
r ights of  individuals that  can not  be violated is the f reedom to 
believe in any rel igion one likes to. The pro group claims that  
secularism in a Lockean sense,  did not  develop in Turkey.  In their
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opinion the ci t izens,  beginning from Ataturk' s  t ime were  forced to 
bel ieve in Sunni sect  of  Islam by the state officials.  The other  sects 
were  prohibi ted and ignored by state pol icies.  Therefor e ,  they 
bel ieve that  there is a need to change the exis t ing pol icy of
secular ism and make the necessary moves towards  real secular ism.  
The con group ' s  ideas on secularism are mainly shaped by fear.  They 
are afraid of  a sharia take over in Turkey,  hence,  are against
l iberal izat ion on this mat ter .  They bel ieve that  these are the
at tempts  of  rel igious fundamental is ts  against  the exis tence  of  the 
secular  Turkish state.
The pro group cri t icized the period o f  Ata türk  being
author i tar ian .  In their  opinion he was a suppress ive  dictator ,  who 
used coercion to consol idate  his ruling power.  To make the cri t ique 
of  Ataturk ' s  period is a taboo in Turkey.  The pro group is t rying to 
star t  a new phase in Turkey by debat ing freely on Kemal is t  regime.  
The con group is against  cri t icisms towards  the Kemal is t  republ ic.  
They bel ieve that  these kinds of  arguments  are purpose ly  put  forward 
to at tack the Kemalist  regime and its foundat ions .  The con group 
bel ieves that  they are the defenders of  Ataturk ' s  ideals,  t her efore  
thei r  views are shaped by a defensive approach.
The pro group is great ly influenced from the ideas of  Adam 
Smith.  They believe that ,  in order  to catch up with the economic  
levels of  the Western world great  t ransformat ions  are needed in the 
economic  s t ructure  of  the Turkish state. In thei r  opinion the role of  
the state should be minimized while the pr ivate  sec tor ' s  role should 
be maximized.  The ineff icient  State Economic  Ente rpr ises  (SEE) 
should be pr ivat ized or shut down. In their  opinion a new tax
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col lect ion system has to be applied in order  to stop tax 
exploi tat ions .
The con group is against  capi tal ism. In a Rousseauean  manner ,  
they give impor tance  to the costs paid by the ci t izens created by 
free market  societ ies.  They give the state a role which makes its 
cit izens lives easier.  Social  just ice  plays an essent ial  role in the 
funct ioning of  the state.  The con group is also against  the
privat izat ion of  SEE's.  In thei r  opinion SEE's are very impor tan t  in 
the creat ion of  social  just ice.  On tax issues,  both groups  have 
similar thoughts .
The pro group claims that  the educat ion system has fai led to 
create  sufficient  cadres towards  crit ical  thinking.  As a resul t  of  this 
Turkey was ruled by insuff icient  cadres.  In order  to catch up with 
the levels of  contemporary  developed countr ies ,  a new educat ion 
system is necessary.
The con group is mainly interes ted in the 1982 cons t i tu t ion,  
which brought  new laws of  educat ion.  With the cons t i tut ion,  the 
Pres idents  of  the univers i t ies  were no more elected by univers i ty 
members  but  appointed by the Higher  Board of  Educat ion.  Hence,  
they claim that  the univers i t ies  have become non-democra t ic .  With 
the law numbered 1402, many universi ty members were forced to 
leave their  posts in the af termath of  the 1980 mili tary in tervent ion.  
They also cri t icize the new law that  brings compulsory rel igious 
classes.
Both groups have similar views on the heal th issue and both 
find the services insufficient .
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Although,  the idea of  Second Republ ic  is debated be tween a 
small group of  journal is t s ,  poli t ical  scient ists and pol i t icians ,  they 
are very impor t ant  for the democrat i za t ion process  of  Turkey.  The 
pro groups '  efforts have contr ibuted to the process  by arguing  taboo 
issues publicly and at tempted to break the egal i tar ian pol i t ical  
t radi t ion.  The cri t icisms of  the Kemalist  regime,  debates on Kurdish 
problem,  secular ism,  found basis among the masses and paved the 
way for a new a tmosphere  in Turkish poli t ical  life. The ordinary  
ci t izens began to debate about  those issues freely and ordinar i ly  on 
the streets.
In other  words ,  with the rise of  the Second Republ ic  debates ,  
new poli t ical  c leavages began to be shaped in Turkey.  One side 
became in favor  of  radical  changes towards  democrat i za t ion  and the 
other  side became the defender  of  the Kemalist  republ ic  and 
modera te  reforms.  The most  impor tant  of  all, these cleavages  are 
not  artificial  and found st rong suppor t  among the masses,  from both 
sides of the poli t ical  spectrum.  People  in Turkey began to Cjuestipn 
the content  of  democracy.
The rapid changes in the world forced Turkey in the same 
di rect ion which gave rise to such arguments .  In a short  per iod of  
t ime two camps were formed,  one in favor and the other  against  the 
idea of  a Second Republic.  Both views has been presented in order  
to give a complete  picture of  the arguments .  It seems that  these 
arguments  on Second Republ ic will cont inue  in the future,  whe ther  
named as Second Republ ic or not,  leading to a more democra t ic  
society in Turkey.
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